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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.


	This article raises important questions about the impact of cashless payments on economic activity as society enters the era of Industry 4.0, an era of high levels of automation and intelligence. Real estate development has played an important role in the early development of developing countries. First-hand data from a survey of asset owners in the Kana Valley, Nigeria, adds to the strength of the findings. There are also implications for other developing countries.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes
	

	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.


	Yes
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	See the Editorial Comments below
	

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

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


	Another English grammar check and correction of the format of the scientific paper is needed.
	

	Optional/General comments


	This article addresses the issue of attitudes towards cashless payments in developing countries. In order to keep up with the world's industrialisation, it is important to identify the potential benefits of cashless payments and the possible risks in a timely manner, depending on the circumstances of each country. The idea of the essay is good, but the writing lacks a lot of dialectical thinking and the method of drawing conclusions is not justified. The article needs to be extensively revised in order to better inform the reader of what it is trying to say and to convey the author's intentions in a strong way. Here are some of the revisions that I hope will help the author.

1. In the introduction to Section I, the distinction between asset development and real estate development was described in detail, but there was a lack of information on real estate in Nigeria, how much it contributes to GDP and how important it is. Additional information may be required. 

2. the conceptual framework part, 'The World Bank (2016) had noted that professionals have identified distinct...' compared to the WTO definition, since the Nigerian government is pushing for cashlessness, it is not clear what the conceptual framework is, but what the conceptual framework is. Since the Nigerian government is promoting cashless payments, the questions of what exactly the government is doing, what subsidies it is giving and what exactly businesses are doing may be more relevant to the argument of the thesis.

3. Fundamentally, 2.0 to 2.3 spend too much time on definitions and lack their own dialectical logic and discussion of the pros and cons in relation to the Nigerian context. It is therefore recommended that this section be shortened and made more relevant to the national context.

4. The results in Table 1 are interesting. The meaning of 'VLE', 'LE' etc. should be explained in the notes. The text reads as five different roads. But if you remove 'IE', 'VIE', etc. from the results, the mean is almost always greater than 3. This is the opposite of what you'd expect. I suggest that you divide the five streets into two parts and then draw different conclusions about the impact of a cashless government on the development of housing wealth under different conditions. It should be interesting to see how that works out.

5. Table 2, too many numbers, looks confusing. If the sample sizes are the same, just keep the ratios.

There are also a lot of spelling, grammar and formatting issues, so I would suggest that the writer finds a sunny afternoon and works on it in peace to double check it.
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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)

No
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