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	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.


	Financial inclusion has a major role to play through the creation of electronic wallets, especially for low-income people. It thus has a role in providing micro-projects and making individuals participants rather than agents, in addition to reducing money laundering and terrorist financing in countries.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
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	It is better to suggest titles that show the independent and dependent variables to enable the reader to benefit from identifying the variables. It is better for the title to begin with either a role or an effect.
	

	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 must clearly state the objective, methodology, and most important results and recommendations, and should not exceed 200 words, and should not be stated in a descriptive manner.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The lack of methodology in the research area, including the type of research, study community, sample, sample size measurement tools, statistical tools used, and sample type, whether probabilistic or non-probabilistic, in case of probabilistic type, etc. This requires a careful review of the methodology area, as it is the main foundation of scientific research, in addition to not showing the research gap in the introduction, which requires writing the introduction represented by (background, importance, and problem). Not mentioning previous studies, and using very few sources, suggests academic plagiarism. The research is devoid of hypothesis testing, and the conclusion is devoid of previous studies that support the current results.
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	The modernity of the sources is good, but the research lacks previous studies to strengthen the theoretical framework, noting that it is necessary to mention the definitions of the dimensions.
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