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	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 addresses a pressing issue for micro-financial institutions (MFIs) in Sub-Saharan Africa—liquidity risk and its effects on operational efficiency. Given the pivotal role MFIs play in financial inclusion and economic development, the study’s findings are highly relevant. It bridges the gap between theoretical finance and practical management, offering actionable insights that are significant for policymakers and practitioners alike.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title effectively reflects the content of the manuscript and its central theme. However, for a more engaging appeal, a minor adjustment could be considered, such as: "Exploring the Impact of Liquidity Risk on Operational Efficiency: Evidence from Sub-Saharan MFIs."


	

	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 clear and concise, but it would benefit from a stronger emphasis on the key findings. A brief mention of the methodology (e.g., survey and interview methods) and the practical implications of the results could make the abstract more compelling.

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript demonstrates a strong scientific foundation, with a clear and appropriate methodology. The analysis aligns well with the research objectives. However, further elaboration on how the findings compare with existing studies would add depth and context, especially regarding regional differences in liquidity management.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are adequate, but the inclusion of more recent publications (from the last three to five years) would strengthen the manuscript's relevance. For example, studies exploring the impact of global financial challenges on MFIs in developing economies could provide valuable comparisons.


	

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


	The English quality is generally good, with clear communication throughout. That said, certain phrases could be refined to enhance clarity and flow. For instance, the discussion section contains long sentences that might be simplified for better readability.


	

	Optional/General comments


	 Overall, this manuscript provides valuable insights into a critical issue for MFIs. The recommendations are practical, but expanding them with specific examples of successful liquidity management practices would make the conclusions even more actionable. Additionally, a brief discussion on the policy implications of the findings could broaden the study’s impact.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)

No ethical concerns were identified in this manuscript.  


	

	Are there competing interest issues in this manuscript?
	There are no apparent competing interests. However, as part of standard practice, it’s advisable to conduct a thorough plagiarism check for confirmation.
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