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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 is important to the scientific community because it provides rare, country-specific empirical evidence on the long-run relationship between financial development and human development in Tanzania a context that remains significantly understudied in existing literature. By applying robust time-series techniques such as the Vector Error Correction Model (VECM), the study contributes methodological rigor and fills a notable research gap in Sub-Saharan African development finance. The disaggregated analysis of human development dimensions (income, education, and health) further enhances scholarly understanding of how financial depth and stability influence different facets of human welfare. The findings offer valuable insights for economists, policymakers, and development practitioners seeking to design financial-sector policies that more effectively promote inclusive and sustainable human development.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes — the title is generally clear, concise, and relevant to the study. It accurately reflects the core variables (financial development and human development) and the geographical focus (Tanzania). It also aligns well with typical titles used in empirical economics and development finance research.
"Long-Run Nexus Between Financial Development and Human Development in Tanzania: Evidence from VECM Analysis"
	

	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 informative but not fully comprehensive. It should clearly highlight the research gap, briefly justify the use of VECM, and present key findings more precisely, including the impact on different HDI components. Some sentences need clarity, and overly broad recommendations can be reduced to one focused policy implication. Adding these points will make the abstract stronger and more coherent.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is largely scientific and methodologically appropriate, using established econometric procedures such as ADF, cointegration tests, and VECM correctly. The analysis is coherent, and the findings align with the data presented. However, certain sections need clearer justification of variable choices, refinement of statistical explanations, and improved language precision. Overall, it is scientifically valid but requires moderate polishing for stronger rigor.


	

	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 include several relevant and recent studies, particularly those published between 2019 and 2023. However, the list would benefit from adding more up-to-date literature on financial development and human development, especially studies from 2021–2024. Including recent African or Tanzania-specific research and updated World Bank or UNDP reports would further strengthen the manuscript’s academic relevance.


	

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


	The language quality of the article is understandable but not fully suitable for scholarly communication in its current form. Several sections contain grammatical errors, unclear phrasing, repetition, and inconsistent academic tone. With careful editing for clarity, coherence, and formal academic style, the manuscript can be brought up to the standard expected for publication.


	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript addresses an important development topic and provides valuable empirical evidence using a robust econometric approach. The study is well-structured, but certain sections would benefit from improved clarity, refinement of language, and deeper justification of methodological choices. Strengthening the abstract, enhancing the discussion of findings, and updating the references with more recent literature will further improve the overall quality of the paper.

Based on the manuscript’s scientific quality, methodology, clarity, and language standard, the overall mark I recommend :

Minor Revision 

The study is methodologically strong and relevant, but improvements are needed in language, clarity of discussion, and strengthening the abstract and references.
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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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