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

2. Is thetitle of the article suitable?
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3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive?
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1. Yes. Bhutanese payment systems have evolved from currency notes and coins first
issued in 1974 to the increasingly cashless and paperless payment systems of the digital
era, and significant progress has been achieved mainly in the electronic payment (e-
payment) infrastructure in Bhutan.
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3. Poorly describe the objective of the study, the research design, the main findings, and the
contribution.

4. Subsections are OK
5. OK but alot of room for improvement

6. The author did not demonstrate an adequate understanding of the relevant literature and
Did not cite an appropriate range of literature sources

7. No argument was built on an appropriate base of theory, concepts, or idea. No
appropriate methods are employed. The study also did not justify the technique (s) used
in the study. The methodology part should be improved.

8. The study did not provide thoroughness of the discussion to reaffirm the importance of
the study and provide a clear picture of the study, which supported by the overall
findings

9. Implications for research, practice and/or society were not clearly identified
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1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly
communications?
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