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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 empirically examining the effect of mobile banking technologies on the financial performance of non-deposit-taking microfinance institutions in Uganda. It addresses a critical gap in the literature by focusing on Tier 4 institutions at the district level, where financial sustainability challenges are most acute. The study’s findings provide actionable insights for policymakers, regulators, and practitioners seeking to strengthen financial inclusion and institutional sustainability. Moreover, it enriches the discourse on digital finance adoption in emerging economies, offering evidence that can be benchmarked across similar contexts.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title is clear and descriptive, but slightly lengthy. A more concise alternative could be: “Mobile Banking Technology and Financial Performance of Non-Deposit-Taking Microfinance Institutions: Evidence from Kamuli District, Uganda” This version retains specificity while improving readability.
	

	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, covering the background, methodology, key findings, and recommendations. However, it could be improved by:

· Shortening some methodological details (ex: mentioning SPSS and regression is sufficient without excessive detail).

· Adding a sentence on the theoretical contribution (how RBV, Systems Theory, and Diffusion of Innovation Theory guided interpretation).

· Clarifying the practical significance for microfinance institutions beyond Kamuli District to highlight broader applicability.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound. The methodology is rigorous, with appropriate sampling, reliability checks (Cronbach’s alpha), and regression diagnostics. The hypotheses are clearly stated and tested at the correct significance level. The discussion aligns well with the results and existing literature. Minor inconsistencies in reporting (ex: weak but significant relationships) could be clarified for precision.
	

	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 recent works (2020–2025). However, a few additional sources could strengthen the theoretical and contextual grounding.
	

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


	The language is generally suitable for scholarly communication. Minor issues include occasional redundancy, overly long sentences, and inconsistent punctuation. A light copy-editing pass would improve clarity and flow.
	

	Optional/General comments


	· The conceptual framework could be visually improved for clarity.

· The discussion section should emphasize the policy implications more strongly, especially for regulators like UMRA.

· Consider integrating qualitative insights (ex: staff perceptions) in future studies to complement quantitative findings.
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