
	

	Journal Name:
	Asian Journal of Economics, Finance and Management

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_AJEFM_2062

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	Technological Financial Systems And On The Financial Efficiency Of Humanitarian Organizations In Kenya

	Type of the Article
	


	PART  1: Comments



	
	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 research “TECHNOLOGICAL FINANCIAL SYSTEMS AND ON THE FINANCIAL EFFICIENCY OF HUMANITARIAN ORGANIZATIONS IN KENYA” can contribute significantly to achieving in today’s Sustainable Development Goals (SDGs), this study particularly aligns with goals of SDG 9 where Industry, Innovation, and Infrastructure are crucial elements. Moreover, this study which is related on technology can be instrumental when addressing challenges on Good Health and Well-being and the Climate Action.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	SUGGESTED: 

ANTECEDENTS OF FINANCIAL EFFICIENCY IN HUMANITARIAN ORGANIZATIONS IN KENYA: RELEVANCE OF TECHNOLOGICAL FINANCIAL SYSTEMS 
	

	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 should show Background, Methods, Results and Conclusion:
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript lacks important sections for a mix method research. There was no conceptual framework, the manuscript does not show what type of mix method research? What was the approach in data gathering, is it sequential? Is it convergent? 
To investigate influence, reporting the descriptive statistics is not sufficient nor give a deeper insights. It is highly recommended to consult statistician for the guidance. 

Lastly, the qualitative part was not emphasis pertaining the insights of participants. It is highly suggested to use q-methodology to address this.   


	

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

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	English quality was good
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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