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PART 1. Review Comments

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)

Compulsory REVISION comments

1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community?
(Please write few sentences on this manuscript)

2. lIs thettitle of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive?
4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate?

5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct?

6. Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestion
of additional references, please mention in the review form.
(Apart from above mentioned 6 points, reviewers are free to provide

additional suggestions/comments)

Yes itis a very important topic on the field of macro economy

There is a global consensus that financial inclusion is an elixir for even economic growth,
reduction in income inequalities and the boosting of shared economic prosperity. Having
considered various experiences from the emerging economies, it is very pertinent to note
that there is no one size fits all financial technologies recipe for growing financial inclusion
in the affected nation states.

Title is acceptable

Acceptable

Empirical part or descriptive statistics made is not valuable ;author must think about
model to be estimated on the case of Nigeria

Yes correct

References are good and recent

Using tables to make comparison between countries using TECHFIN is needed
Author must to estimate mode for Nigerian case to explain role of TECHFIN to enhance
economic growth

Minor REVISION comments
1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly
communications?

Good language used by author

Optional/General comments

Author must to make a comparative analysis on the form of a table to precise the role of
FINTECH on both developed and developing countries.
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