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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 meaningful contribution to the scientific community by systematically mapping the evolution, structure, and thematic progression of informal finance research over more than three decades. By applying a robust bibliometric methodology using Web of Science data, Biblioshiny, and VOSviewer, the study provides a comprehensive overview of publication trends, influential contributors, and intellectual foundations of the field. The findings help scholars understand how informal finance research has shifted from micro-level institutional analysis toward macro-level development and financial inclusion debates. Overall, the manuscript serves as a valuable reference point for researchers, policymakers, and development economists seeking to identify research gaps and future directions in informal finance.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title “An Overview of Informal Finance: Mapping the Research Landscape using Bibliometric Analysis” is generally suitable and accurately reflects the content, scope, and methodology of the study. It clearly signals the bibliometric nature of the research and its focus on informal finance.


	

	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.


	· Consider briefly mentioning the policy relevance of the findings more explicitly, especially in relation to financial inclusion and development planning.

· The abstract could be slightly streamlined by reducing repetition related to databases and tools, allowing space to emphasize future research implications more clearly.

· Adding one short sentence on how this bibliometric evidence can guide future empirical or policy-oriented studies would further strengthen the abstract.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound and methodologically rigorous. The research design is appropriate for the stated objectives, and the bibliometric approach is well aligned with established frameworks in the literature. The data selection process is transparent, inclusion and exclusion criteria are clearly explained, and the analytical techniques are applied correctly. The interpretation of performance analysis and science mapping results is logical and well supported by the findings. Overall, the study meets the standards of scientific validity expected in bibliometric research.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The reference list is extensive, relevant, and well balanced, covering both foundational and contemporary literature on informal finance, financial inclusion, and development economics. The inclusion of recent studies (up to 2024–2025) strengthens the manuscript’s relevance.

	

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


	The language and English quality of the manuscript are generally suitable for scholarly communication. The writing is clear, coherent, and academically structured. Minor grammatical inconsistencies and typographical errors are present in a few sections, but these do not affect comprehension. A light round of professional copy-editing would further enhance clarity and readability.
	

	Optional/General comments


	· The study is well executed, but its reliance on a single database (Web of Science) slightly limits the inclusiveness of regional and non-mainstream scholarship. This limitation is acknowledged appropriately, though it could be emphasized further in the conclusion.

· The discussion section is strong; however, linking the bibliometric findings more explicitly to policy design and institutional reforms would increase practical relevance.

· The manuscript would benefit from a short conceptual figure summarizing the thematic evolution identified through keyword co-occurrence analysis.

· Overall, this is a high-quality, well-structured, and timely manuscript that offers significant value to the literature on informal finance and financial development.
Recommendation: Minor Revision

Justification:

The manuscript is methodologically robust, well-structured, and makes a meaningful contribution to the literature on informal finance through a comprehensive bibliometric analysis. The research objectives are clearly addressed, the analysis is scientifically sound, and the findings are relevant to both academic and policy-oriented audiences. Minor revisions related to language polishing, clarity in a few sections, and slight strengthening of policy implications would further enhance the overall quality of the manuscript.
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