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	PART  1: Comments


	
	Reviewer’s comment
Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (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.

	The paper talks with a very important topic: how different kinds of climate finance effect economic growth in Sub-Saharan Africa. It accomplishes this with great depth and clarity of thought.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	Title Suggestion (for Clarity and Reader Appeal): 
You might consider a slightly more concise and focused title that captures the heart of the study more directly. For example:
“Climate Finance and Human Development: Evidence from Sub-Saharan Africa”

	

	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 does a great job summarizing the key elements of the paper—it's informative and well-structured. But, it’s a bit dense in places. You might consider tightening the wording just slightly (perhaps trimming 10–15%) to make it more concise and impactful, especially for readers who scan quickly. A sharper version could help draw attention more effectively.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	 Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound and methodologically appropriate.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references in the manuscript are both sufficient and up-to-date.
	

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

	Yes, the language and overall English quality of the manuscript are suitable for scholarly communication.
	

	Optional/General comments

	1. The tables are clear and well-structured. To enhance engagement, consider adding a simple visual—like a line chart of HDI trends or a bar chart comparing funding types by country. It could help readers grasp key patterns more quickly.

2. Including a brief limitations section would add balance. You might mention data gaps, exclusion of governance factors, or potential endogeneity. This would strengthen the paper’s transparency without weakening its core contributions.
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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)
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