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	PART  1: Review Comments


	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (If agreed with the reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. Authors must write his/her feedback here)

	Is the manuscript important for the scientific community?
Please write a few sentences explaining your answer
	


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
Do you have any alternative Title in your mind?
	The author should reconsider changing the topic. My suggestions would be “Financial Innovations and its effects on Economic System”
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive?
If your answer is No, please provide suggestions

	The authors made some conceptual definitions of some terminology, and the abstract should be as brief as possible. Also, the authors did not present the result of the findings in the abstract,
	

	Do you think the English quality of the article is suitable for 
scholarly communications?
If your answer is No, please provide suggestions
	No, the English quality of the article could be improved to meet the standards required for scholarly communications. Here are some suggestions: Grammar and Syntax: Ensure that sentences are grammatically correct and structurally sound. Frequent errors in grammar can distract readers and undermine the credibility of the research. Also, the authors should maintain a consistent style throughout the document. This includes the use of tenses, voice, and formatting norms customary in academic writing.
	

	Please provide your comments regarding the appropriateness
of different sections of the manuscript.
	I only have some comments on section 5 of the article(Empirical Analysis). Table 1 is not well presented. The authors should change the covariates(X’s) to it original name provided in the summary of variables(variable symbol) From row three to the second to the last row, It is all blank, what happened to those blank spaces? Table 4 and Table 7 should be deleted(It is not necessary). The author estimated a least square regression (OLS) without an appropriate stationary test. For example, in literature evidence has been provided that GDP at levels is non-stationary. The results are not well presented. I cannot comment on the validity of the results, conclusion, and policy recommendations because adequate tests were not conducted.  

The research topic is relevant and the methodology is good; however, there are significant issues with the estimations, test conducted, and writing quality that need to be addressed. The results section lacks clarity, and there are numerous grammatical errors throughout the text. Improving these areas could potentially elevate the manuscript to meet the standards of scholarly communication.
	

	Do you think that the references in the manuscript are proper, 
recent and sufficient?
If you have any suggestions, please write here.
	The references were well written. 
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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)


	







Reviewer Details:
[bookmark: _GoBack]Oluwafemi David Ogunjemilua, University of Missouri- Columbia, United States
Created by: EA	              Checked by: ME                                             Approved by: CEO	   	Version: 1.6 (10-04-2018)	
image1.png
AR

B P International




