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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 (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 makes a significant contribution to the evolving discourse on aligning financial innovation with sustainable development by critically evaluating the role of regulatory sandboxes in Fintech ecosystems. It offers a rare comparative analysis across diverse jurisdictions, drawing out design principles, limitations, and contextual challenges that influence sustainable outcomes. By integrating case studies with policy analysis, the study provides actionable insights for regulators, policymakers, and researchers seeking to harness Fintech responsibly. Its findings are especially valuable for shaping adaptive regulatory frameworks that balance innovation with inclusion, stability, and sustainability.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title, “The relationship between Fintech, Financial Regulation and Sustainable Development: Are Regulatory Sandboxes the answer in allowing new Fintech to contribute to Sustainable development?”, is informative but somewhat long and repetitive. It could be improved by making it more concise and academically focused. A more suitable alternative title would be:

“Harnessing Fintech for Sustainable Development: Evaluating the Role of Regulatory Sandboxes”

This revised title retains the core themes while enhancing clarity and scholarly tone.


	

	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, the abstract of the article is generally comprehensive and well-structured. It effectively outlines the research focus, methodology (qualitative assessment), geographic scope (UK, Singapore, Kenya, Sierra Leone, Malaysia), and key findings. It also highlights both the benefits and limitations of regulatory sandboxes and suggests systemic regulatory reforms.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct and well-structured. It provides a rigorous qualitative analysis supported by global case studies and relevant literature. The arguments are logically presented, and key concepts are accurately defined. Minor language refinements could further enhance clarity and readability.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references are sufficient, relevant, and recent, with most sources published between 2017 and 2025. They include a balanced mix of academic journals, policy reports, and regulatory documents from credible institutions like the World Bank, BIS, IMF, and national regulatory bodies. The manuscript effectively cites literature related to Fintech, regulatory sandboxes, financial inclusion, and sustainable development goals.


	

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


	Yes, the language and English quality of the article are generally suitable for scholarly communication. The manuscript demonstrates a strong academic tone, uses precise terminology, and maintains clarity in presenting complex concepts. However, minor improvements in sentence structure, grammar, and conciseness particularly in the abstract and conclusion could further enhance readability and flow. Overall, the language meets the standards expected in peer-reviewed publications.
	

	Optional/General comments


	This manuscript presents a timely and well-researched exploration of how regulatory sandboxes can support Fintech innovation while advancing sustainable development goals. The cross-country analysis adds valuable global perspective, and the discussion is both theoretically grounded and policy-relevant. The paper would benefit from minor language polishing and a slightly more concise title. Overall, it makes a strong contribution to the literature on Fintech regulation and sustainability and is well-suited for publication in a high-quality journal.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with 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 details)
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