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	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 manuscript is important for the scientific community as it provides a comprehensive analysis of the role of digital banking in promoting financial inclusion in the United States. It highlights how digital banking innovations, such as mobile banking and digital wallets, have improved financial access for underserved populations. The study also addresses key challenges, including cybersecurity threats and digital literacy gaps, offering policy recommendations to enhance equitable financial inclusion. Additionally, the research contributes to ongoing discussions on leveraging technology and regulatory frameworks to build a more inclusive and resilient financial system.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, I Think the title is good 
	

	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 comprehensive, covering the study's objectives, methodology, key findings, and policy implications. It effectively highlights the role of digital banking in promoting financial inclusion, mentioning both opportunities and challenges such as cybersecurity threats and digital literacy gaps. To improve clarity, the abstract could benefit from more specific details on the methodology and a brief mention of concrete policy recommendations. Additionally, avoiding repetition would allow space for emphasizing key quantitative or qualitative findings. Overall, the abstract provides a solid foundation but could be strengthened by incorporating more precise insights.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript presents a scientifically rigorous and comprehensive analysis of digital banking's role in promoting financial inclusion in the United States. It employs a robust comparative analysis of secondary data, policy reports, and literature reviews, providing a nuanced understanding of how regulatory frameworks, emerging technologies, and policy measures impact financial accessibility. The study effectively highlights the opportunities presented by digital innovations—such as mobile banking, digital wallets, and blockchain technology—while addressing challenges like cybersecurity threats, digital literacy gaps, and infrastructure disparities. The policy recommendations align with contemporary financial inclusion strategies, advocating for collaboration among policymakers, financial institutions, and technology providers. Overall, the manuscript offers valuable insights into building a resilient and inclusive financial ecosystem, contributing meaningfully to academic and policy discussions.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	In my opinion, the reference is sufficient
	

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


	Yes, the language quality is good for scholarly communications
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript presents a well-structured and analytically robust examination of the influence of digital banking on financial inclusion in the United States. Through a methodical approach that integrates empirical evidence, comparative analysis, and a thorough review of relevant literature, the study offers a balanced assessment of both the opportunities and challenges associated with digital banking innovations. The research findings are well-substantiated, providing meaningful insights into regulatory frameworks, emerging technologies, and policy implications, thereby contributing to the broader discourse on fostering an inclusive financial ecosystem. The proposed policy recommendations are both pragmatic and aligned with contemporary strategies for advancing financial inclusion, underscoring the manuscript’s academic and practical relevance. Overall, the manuscript demonstrates scientific rigor and presents a compelling, evidence-based analysis that enriches the field of digital economics.
	


	PART  2: 



	
	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? 


	
	


Reviewer details:

Raden Parianom, Universitas Pembangunan Nasional Veteran Jakarta, Indonesia

Created by: DR
              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM
   
Version: 3 (07-07-2024)


