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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	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. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	This paper studied a stochastic analysis of the Markov chain in the closing share price data of  Access and Fidelity. The share prices were transformed into a 3-step transition probability matrix solution to cover this number of years. The solution matrix of the stochastic analysis showed that Access Bank PLC has the best probability of price increasing shortly. The study introduced the concept of time-dependent parameters in the share price movements in a finite state. 

The method appears interesting and presents possible applications in the field of Statistics in the Financial Market. 
The theoretical calculations and the corresponding algorithms are well-developed. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, it appears correct and comprehensive.
	

	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.


	I think that the abstract of the article is clear, complete, and comprehensive.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, I consider the manuscript to be correct, well-structured, and understandable.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	In general, yes they are sufficient and appear complete and recent.


	

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


	English should be improved in some parts. A lot of spelling and grammar should be checked carefully. One practical approach for authors to optimize their articles could be to incorporate proofreading tools such as “Grammarly”. 

	

	Optional/General comments


	In conclusion, we can say that the manuscript appears to be a good work in the field considered. Nevertheless, we think is better to improve the English language.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with the 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? 
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