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	PART  1: Review Comments


	Compulsory REVISION comments

	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback(Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this manuscript for the scientific community. Why do you like (or dislike) this manuscript? A minimumof 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.

	A python programming for developing blockchain security is of  great importance in modern scientific research, it allows blockchain activities to be of more secure due to hybrid encryption technique involved in python language, and this document addressed those issues.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	Securing Blockchain Networks With Graph Analytics: A Python Initiative
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some points in this section? Please write your suggestions here.

	The abstract is ok.
	

	Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate?
	The subsections are appropriate, but, theres a need for a beginner guide on the subsections as why they were being itemized. Example mining pool, stake pool, etc needs to be addressed to contain a little information for the reader, and the graphs should be followed by interpretations for easy understanding.
	

	Please write a few sentences regarding the scientific correctness of this manuscript. Why do you think that this manuscript is scientifically robust and technically sound? A minimumof 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.
	The sentences are well coined for scientific students and they are ok in the format provided.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	The reference are sufficient as it contains 20th century references for almost 45% of the references . 
	

	Minor REVISION comments

Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?

	
The language needs to be rephrased to cater for both the beginner and intermediary scholars.



	

	Optional/Generalcomments

	
In general, the manuscript is rich in scientific development and it paves a way for further researches. 
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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