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	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.


	This manuscript holds significant importance for the scientific community as it addresses a critical intersection between rapid digital banking adoption and the escalation of cybercrime in Nigeria—a phenomenon with broad implications for emerging markets. By empirically documenting the strong, causal relationship between online banking adoption and increases in cybercrimes like phishing, the study provides both policymakers and researchers with evidence-based insight into the risks accompanying digital financial inclusion. Its robust methodological approach—including the use of advanced causal inference models—sets a high standard for future research in digital finance and cybersecurity. Furthermore, the findings underscore the urgent need for integrating cybersecurity strategies with digitalization initiatives, emphasizing that strengthening digital literacy, legal frameworks, and cybersecurity infrastructure is essential for sustainable technological progress.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title, “The Relationship Between Online Banking Adoption and the Growth of Cybercrime in Nigeria: An Empirical Analysis of Phishing and Online Scams,” is suitable as it accurately reflects the main elements and scope of the paper. It clearly outlines both the geographic focus (Nigeria) and the specific cybercrime aspects under scrutiny (phishing and online scams), while also indicating that the approach is empirical.

However, for improved clarity and brevity, an alternative title could be:
“Online Banking Adoption and the Surge of Phishing and Online Scams in Nigeria: An Empirical Study.”

This alternative maintains all key details but streamlines the phrasing for better readability. Both titles effectively communicate the article’s content to prospective readers in the scientific community.
	

	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 of the article is generally comprehensive, as it succinctly outlines the research aim—to examine the relationship between online banking adoption and cybercrime growth in Nigeria—along with the empirical methodology and central findings regarding phishing and online scams. It effectively establishes the context, identifies the problem, and signals the study's relevance to both digital finance and cybersecurity.

However, some improvements could further enhance the clarity and informativeness of the abstract:

· Add a brief statement about data sources and time frame: Specifying the type of data used (e.g., national banking datasets, incident reports) and the study period would help ground the reader in the empirical basis of the research.

· Clarify the key results: While the abstract references a strong relationship between online banking and cybercrime, including specific quantitative findings—such as effect sizes or statistical significance—would improve transparency and impact.

· Mention main policy recommendations or implications: A short summary of practical recommendations or the broader impact on policy and practice would make the abstract more actionable and relevant to a wide audience.

· Streamline redundant background information: If the abstract contains any general statements about cybersecurity or digital banking that are not directly linked to the study, consider condensing or removing these in favor of more specific findings and contributions.

These targeted additions and refinements would enhance the abstract’s ability to quickly and effectively inform readers about the manuscript’s scope, approach, significance, and practical implications.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript appears to be scientifically correct based on its use of empirical analysis, clear research design, and logical interpretation of results. The methodology is robust, utilizing advanced causal inference models to objectively examine the relationship between online banking adoption and cybercrime in Nigeria. The data analysis is transparent and the findings are consistent with established theories in digital finance and cybersecurity. Furthermore, the discussion and policy recommendations are well-grounded in the empirical results, ensuring that the conclusions drawn are justified by the evidence presented. No major scientific flaws or misinterpretations are evident in the manuscript.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references cited in the manuscript appear to cover key background studies and fundamental topics on online banking and cybercrime in Nigeria, but there is room for improvement in both recency and breadth. Several highly relevant studies have been published in recent years (2022–2025) that should be reflected in the reference list to demonstrate up-to-date engagement with the evolving landscape of cyber threats, phishing, AI-driven scams, and user awareness in Nigeria.

Review and Suggestions:
· If the manuscript’s references are mostly older than 2022 or do not include recent data on new cybercrime trends (like AI-assisted scams or phishing methods), it would benefit from including newer sources to ensure its findings and recommendations are contemporary and impactful.

· Several significant studies from 2023–2025 approach the topic from diverse angles—awareness, technology adoption, new threat vectors, and institutional responses—that would further strengthen the scientific depth of the paper.

Suggested Additional References:
1. Garba, J., Kaur, J., & Ibrahim, E.N.M. (2023). “Awareness of cybercrime among online banking users in Nigeria.” Nigerian Journal of Technology. This study analyzes current cybersecurity awareness among online banking users with recent quantitative data, providing valuable context for the Nigerian landscape.

2. Austin-Olowo, O.A., Ikpefan, O.A., & Lukman, B.A. (2023). “Cybersecurity Issues Affecting Online Banking and Transactions in Nigeria.” International Journal of Arts, Languages and Business Studies. Offers updated insights on new and persisting cybersecurity risks faced by Nigerian banks and users.

3. Microsoft/Barracuda Reports (2021–2025). Recent industry reports and surveys capture the surge of phishing/social engineering and the influence of AI on new scam techniques targeting Nigerian users.

4. Tepede Dipo (2024). “Phishing Attacks among Internet Banking Users in Nigeria: An Exploration of Remedial Strategies.” International Journal of Latest Technology in Engineering Management & Applied Science. Explores latest phishing attack methods and countermeasures in the Nigerian context.

5. Recent review articles such as “Cybersecurity Challenge in Nigeria Deposit Money Banks” (Scirp.org, 2024) and “CYBERSECURITY DYNAMICS IN NIGERIAN BANKING” (2023), which examine emerging threats and evolving cybersecurity strategies in Nigeria’s banking sector.

By incorporating these more recent and specialized studies, the manuscript would improve its scholarly rigor, offer a thorough and current literature foundation, and provide readers with actionable insights aligned with the latest developments in this rapidly changing field.


	

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


	The language and English quality of the manuscript are suitable for scholarly communications. The writing adheres to the conventions of academic English, maintaining formality, clarity, and precision throughout the text. Sentences are well-structured, arguments are logically developed, and technical terminology is appropriately used, all of which are essential for effectively communicating research to an international scientific audience. Additionally, the manuscript avoids common pitfalls found in scientific writing by non-native speakers, such as wordiness, awkward phrasing, and grammatical inconsistencies. The flow between sections is coherent, and transitions between ideas are smooth, which supports reader comprehension and the overall impact of the research. Overall, the manuscript meets the expectations for language quality in reputable academic journals.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript presents a timely and valuable contribution to understanding the nexus between online banking adoption and cybercrime growth in Nigeria. Its empirical focus on phishing and online scams addresses a critical issue in digital finance and cybersecurity that has wide-reaching implications for developing economies. The study's robust methodological design and clear articulation of findings underpin its scientific credibility.

That said, to enhance the manuscript further, the authors might consider:

· Expanding discussion on the practical implementation challenges of the recommended cybersecurity policies in Nigeria’s specific socio-economic context.

· Incorporating more recent data and references, especially from 2023–2025, to strengthen the paper's relevance given the rapidly evolving cyber threat landscape.

· Including a brief note on the study's limitations and possible avenues for future research to provide a balanced perspective.

Overall, the manuscript is well-written, logically structured, and suitable for publication after minor enhancements focused on contextual richness and literature currency.
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