EDITORIAL COMMENTS FORM 

	EDITORIAL COMMENT’S on revised paper (if any)
	Authors’ response to editor’s comments

	1. The study addresses a significant gap by examining the nexus of renewable energy and financial development in the SSA region using the System GMM approach. However, before a final decision is made, there are a few critical points that need to be addressed to ensure the academic and legal integrity of the publication. While the authors declare no AI usage in the disclaimer, the phrasing in certain sections of the Introduction and Discussion requires a thorough professional English proofreading to ensure clarity and consistency. Technically, the descriptive statistics in Table 2 show very high standard deviations for variables like FDI and Industrialization; the authors should clarify in the Methodology section how they handled potential outliers to ensure the robustness of the GMM estimates.

2. Furthermore, I noticed some discrepancies in the references. For instance, some entries in the reference list are not cited in the text, and vice versa. I also suggest that the authors provide a more detailed economic interpretation of why the FDI coefficient changes sign between Model 1 and Model 2 in section 5.4. Addressing these technical and editorial issues will strengthen the paper and protect the journal's high standards. 
	· The issues addressed have been worked on. Thank you
· Issues raised on references has been addressed. 

· On the second issue why the coefficient of FDI has changed sign is because a sign flip can happen because adding relevant controls removes omitted-variable bias
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