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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.
	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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.
	Electronic banking had made financial transactions easier, efficient and accessible. Research work in such domain is valuable. It will contribute to the existing body of knowledge.
The author’s use of financial literacy as a moderating factor further gave a good understanding of how digital finance tools work in low infrastructure territories.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	The title of the article is okay.
	

	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 quite okay. But the research design, Data collection methods and sample size should be stated clearly without any ambiguity including all the findings.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically correct.
 The general objective could be better stated like this: to evaluate the effect of electronic banking channels on financial inclusion among SMEs, with a focus on the moderating role of financial literacy.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient and recent
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	Yes but needs minor editing to remove repetitive statements
	

	Optional/General comments


	Recommendations 

1). There is need to harmonise some statements that are repeated, an example is in section 5: 1, the paragraph discussing the effect of ATMs on financial inclusion. The two statements are restating the same idea in different way.
2) The discussion section could benefit from stronger theoretical engagement, connect findings to the theories and justify the usage   as this will enhance readers understanding of the relationship.
3) Ensure terminology consistency. Using terms like electronic banking and digital banking interchangeably may create confusion and hinder clarity. Consistent terminology enhances the reader’s understanding and strengthen the research work.

4). The moderating effect of financial literacy is mentioned but not clearly described in terms of how it was measured or analysed.

5). The findings were adequately reported but the discussion on why certain variables had significant or insignificant effects and the implications of those results need to be convincing.
6) Some of the authors cited in the body of the work are not found in the references, these should be address as failure could raise ethical concerns. Refer  Rani et al 2021 in the 4.2 , in the references.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with the reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)
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