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	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 offers a strong contribution to the fields of financial capability, social capital, and behavioral finance, particularly in the context of developing economies and Sub-Saharan Africa. By combining household-level panel data and Financial Capability Theory, the paper bridges gaps between microfinance research, household behavior, and social network theory.
It provides new empirical insights into how loan utilization behavior, social networks, and household characteristics jointly determine repayment outcomes, contributing to evidence-based policy formulation for financial inclusion and resilience building.
Its relevance extends to policymakers, development finance institutions, and scholars studying financial vulnerability, social embeddedness, and inclusive credit markets.
	

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

	Appropriate, clear, and reflective of the study’s key dimensions.

The current title is comprehensive but slightly long. Consider a concise version for indexing purposes:

“Social Networks, Household Characteristics, and Loan Repayment Behavior: Evidence from Uganda.”
Otherwise, the title sufficiently captures the study’s focus and theoretical orientation
	

	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.

	Comprehensive and informative.
•	Succinctly presents objectives, data sources, model specification, and main findings.
•	Integrates both quantitative results (marginal effects) and theoretical framing.

Suggestions for Improvement:
•	Reduce the number of numeric values and correlation coefficients in the abstract; mention only the most significant results to improve readability.
•	Add one sentence explicitly identifying the policy relevance of the findings at the end (e.g., “The results inform financial inclusion and debt management strategies in emerging economies”).
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Scientifically robust and methodologically appropriate.
•	Employs two-wave household panel data, enhancing causal inference.
•	Uses a static panel probit model supported by diagnostic tests (Linearized Hat-Square).
•	The theoretical model is explicitly linked to Financial Capability Theory.

Areas for Refinement:
•	Provide a brief justification for choosing a static over dynamic model specification.
•	Clarify the logic and output interpretation of the model fitness test in simpler terms for interdisciplinary readers.
•	Some variable labels (e.g., “worried of payment”) should be linguistically standardized (“concern about repayment”).
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Comprehensive, recent, and relevant.
•	Cites multiple 2023–2025 works.
•	Demonstrates a wide coverage of international and regional literature.

Suggestions:
•	Check formatting consistency (punctuation, italics for journal names, DOI formatting).
•	Consider adding one or two more recent comparative African studies (2023–2024) on digital credit or household debt behavior to emphasize contextual breadth.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

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