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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 makes a significant contribution to the literature by empirically examining the interrelationship between digital infrastructure, financial inclusion, and economic growth in a developing economy context, specifically Ghana. By employing robust time-series econometric techniques such as VAR and VECM, the study provides both short-run and long-run insights into how mobile money–driven digital finance influences macroeconomic performance. The findings are particularly valuable for policymakers, financial regulators, and development economists seeking evidence-based strategies to promote inclusive growth through digital financial ecosystems. The study also enriches the Sub-Saharan Africa literature, where empirical macro-level analyses on this nexus remain limited.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is appropriate, clear, and accurately reflects the scope, methodology, and focus of the study.
	

	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 largely comprehensive and well-structured, covering the background, methodology, key findings, and policy implications. However, it is slightly dense and could benefit from minor refinement.
Suggestions:
· Reduce methodological redundancy (e.g., avoid listing too many statistical tools).

· Clearly emphasize the main empirical contribution (long-run vs. short-run effects).

· Consider briefly mentioning the data source (Bank of Ghana) for clarity.

No major deletions are required; only minor streamlining is suggested.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound. The research design, choice of variables, econometric techniques (ADF, VAR, VECM, cointegration), and interpretation of results are appropriate and consistent with established empirical economic research practices. The use of proxies for digital infrastructure and financial inclusion is well justified given data constraints. The results are logically discussed and aligned with existing theoretical and empirical literature.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references are both sufficient and up-to-date. The manuscript includes a strong mix of foundational studies and recent (2020–2024) peer-reviewed journal articles from reputable publishers. The citation list adequately supports the theoretical framework, methodology, and discussion.
	

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


	The overall language quality is acceptable for scholarly publication. The manuscript is clear, coherent, and well-structured.
	

	Optional/General comments


	This is a well-researched and methodologically rigorous manuscript that addresses a timely and policy-relevant issue. The empirical analysis is robust, and the conclusions are clearly derived from the results. With minor language polishing and slight abstract refinement, the manuscript is suitable for publication and will be of interest to researchers and policymakers in development economics, digital finance, and financial inclusion.
The manuscript addresses a relevant and timely research problem and offers meaningful insights that can contribute to the advancement of the field. The topic is well aligned with the journal’s scope and is supported by an appropriate research design and methodology. The objectives are clearly stated, and the analysis is generally coherent and logically presented.

However, minor improvements are required before final acceptance. The abstract should be slightly refined to better highlight the key findings and practical implications. Some sections of the manuscript would benefit from language polishing to improve clarity, conciseness, and academic tone. A more explicit linkage between the results and the stated objectives would further strengthen the discussion. Additionally, ensuring consistency in formatting, tables, and references according to the journal guidelines is recommended.

Overall, the manuscript is of good quality and, after minor revisions, will be suitable for publication.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 
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