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	Reviewer’s comment
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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 makes an important contribution to the literature on household finance, microcredit, and financial inclusion in developing countries. It provides empirical evidence from Uganda using a nationally representative panel dataset, linking household loan utilization, repayment behavior, and social networks. The integration of Financial Capability Theory with the concept of family financial resilience offers a theoretical and practical framework for understanding how households translate financial access into sustainable outcomes. The findings have policy relevance for financial inclusion strategies, digital credit regulation, and poverty reduction efforts in Sub-Saharan Africa and similar emerging economies.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is clear, specific, and accurately reflects the scope and content of the study. It effectively captures the main constructs loan utilization, social networks, and repayment behavior.


	

	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 comprehensive, concise, and well-structured. It clearly summarizes the theoretical framework, data sources, methodology, main findings, and implications. However, the author may consider briefly including the policy implications in the closing sentence to emphasize the practical value of the findings. Additionally, simplifying the statistical results (ex: removing excessive numerical detail) could enhance readability for a broader audience.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound and methodologically rigorous. The use of panel probit and marginal effect models is appropriate for the nature of the data and research questions. The theoretical framework is well integrated with the empirical analysis, and hypotheses are logically derived from the literature. The results are interpreted coherently and supported by previous research. Some minor improvements could be made in reporting model diagnostics and clarifying the directionality of certain correlations, but overall, the study is technically robust.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are comprehensive and up to date, covering studies from 2018–2025 across key themes such as loan utilization, financial capability, and social capital. The inclusion of both global and regional literature strengthens the paper’s contextual depth. The author may consider adding a few more recent works on digital financial behavior and credit risk analytics (ex: publications from World Development or Journal of Development Economics in 2023–2024) to broaden the contemporary policy linkages.

	

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


	Yes, the manuscript demonstrates a high standard of academic English. The writing is coherent, logically structured, and grammatically accurate. Some minor stylistic improvements (such as shortening complex sentences) could further enhance clarity, but overall, the language is suitable for publication.


	

	Optional/General comments


	This is a well-written and timely paper addressing a highly relevant issue in the context of financial inclusion and household financial resilience. The use of national panel data adds credibility, and the theoretical integration of Financial Capability Theory enriches the conceptual depth. Minor revisions could focus on improving the flow between empirical results and policy implications, refining a few tables for presentation clarity, and ensuring consistency in variable labeling.
The paper is original, methodologically sound, and contributes to financial inclusion and household economics literature. Minor refinements in presentation and additional contextual discussion would further strengthen its impact and readability.
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