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	Reviewer’s comment

	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 examines an important development economics issue by exploring the link between financial inclusion and agricultural productivity in selected West African countries. Given the central role of agriculture in employment generation and food security in the region, the focus of the study is timely and policy-relevant. The disaggregation of agricultural productivity into crop, livestock, forestry and fishing sub-sectors adds analytical depth and practical value. Use of a cross-country panel framework further strengthens the study’s regional relevance and contributes to the limited empirical evidence on financial inclusion and agriculture in West Africa.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Title is generally relevant and reflects the core variables 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 generally informative but not structured properly, it also lacks some data to be mentioned such as study design, methodology and place or duration of study. Abstract should be revised accordingly.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Manuscript is scientifically grounded, econometric framework is generally appropriate but some methodological concerns are still there as repeatedly mentions dataset as cross-sectional but it seems panel data (as dataset covering multiple countries from 2010–2022). Moreover, very high R² values raise concerns of overfitting/multicollinearity, which are not addressed. Use exact p values instead of P < 0.05 this format.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are adequate in number. In-text citations grouping more than 5 references in single sentence is contrary to journal recommendations. Some References found inconsistent with journal format. Ensure Author-Year consistency and update some recent references.
	

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


	Manuscript requires professionally English language editing, as frequent grammatical errors seen e.g.- (articles & tense inconsistency), Capitalization errors, uses of Informal phrases (e.g. does not augur well).
	

	Optional/General comments


	Problem statement is lengthy & repetitive, should be tightened to clearly articulate research gap.
In result & Discussion section- Discussion repeats result instead of interpreting them.
Section numbering is inconsistent (e.g., missing 3.4, repeated 4.1.5).

FinTech-related variable in the empirical tables but this variable is not clearly defined or discussed in the methodology section
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