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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.


	This manuscript makes a valuable contribution to the scientific community by providing empirical evidence on the relationship between financial innovation, financial inclusion, and economic growth in a developing country context, specifically Nigeria. By analyzing data over a ten-year period (2014–2023) and incorporating multiple financial innovation channels such as ATM, POS, and internet banking, the study offers nuanced insights into which financial mechanisms most strongly influence economic growth. The findings also highlight areas where financial policies can be improved, such as enhancing access to banking services in rural areas, which is particularly relevant for policymakers and development economists. Overall, the study advances the understanding of how technological and institutional innovations in finance can stimulate economic development in emerging economies.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title, “FINANCIAL INNOVATION, INCLUSION AND ECONOMIC GROWTH: THE NIGERIA EXPERIENCE”, is generally suitable as it clearly reflects the main variables of the study and specifies the country context. It is concise and informative.

However, to make it slightly more precise and emphasize the empirical nature of the study, a suggested alternative could be:

“Financial Innovation, Financial Inclusion, and Economic Growth in Nigeria: A Quantitative Analysis (2014–2023)”

	

	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 generally comprehensive as it clearly outlines the study’s objectives, data sources, methodology, key findings, and policy implications. However, it could be improved by briefly highlighting the unexpected negative effect of internet banking (ITB), which is a key finding, and by explicitly mentioning the use of econometric analysis (OLS) to strengthen methodological clarity. Some sentences are also long and could be streamlined for better readability, and the study period (2014–2023) could be stated upfront to provide context. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound, employing appropriate quantitative methods such as unit root tests and OLS regression, with clear model specification and correct interpretation of results. The findings are well-linked to relevant theories and existing literature. However, the negative coefficients for internet banking and number of bank branches are counterintuitive and need further explanation, and the small sample size (15 observations) should be acknowledged as a limitation. Overall, the study is methodologically robust and credible.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are generally sufficient and cover both foundational and recent studies on financial innovation, inclusion, and economic growth. Most key theories and empirical studies relevant to Nigeria and developing economies are cited. However, a few more recent studies from the last 2–3 years on digital financial services, fintech adoption, and economic growth in Sub-Saharan Africa could strengthen the literature review and contextual relevance.
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