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Abstract 

 

This study assesses human development thresholds at which mobile banking mitigates 

poverty and inequality in 93 developing countries for the year 2011. Mobile banking entails: 

‘mobile used to pay bills’ and ‘mobile used to receive/send money’, while the modifying 

policy indicator is the human development index (HDI). The empirical evidence is based on 

interactive quantile regressions. A summary of the findings shows that with increasing human 

development: (i) ‘mobiles used to pay bills’ contribute to reducing inequality in countries at 

the bottom and top ends of the inequality distribution, while (ii) ‘mobiles used to receive/send 

money’ have an appealing role in promoting inclusive development in all poverty 

distributions, with the exception of the top-end or 90
th

 decile. The modifying thresholds of the 

HDI vary from 0.542 to 0.632 and 0.333 to 0.705 in inequality and poverty specifications, 

respectively. The relevance of the findings is discussed in light of the current transition from 

Millennium Development Goals to Sustainable Development Goals.  

 

JEL Classification: G20; O40; I10; I20; I32 
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Introduction  

 The market for mobile money is estimated to reach 1.3 billion USD by 2019 from 

about 655.8 million in 2014 (Caulderwood 2015). This represents considerable financial 

inclusive opportunities for the improvement of livelihoods and business development, 

especially for the social strata of the population that has been excluded from formal banking 

institutions. According to the narrative, the underlying advantages from mobile banking are 

more apparent in developing countries because, according to the Global Findex Inclusion 

Database, only 23% of adults living with less than 2USD/day have a bank account.  

Mobile phones
2
 and mobile banking have been documented to provide a plethora of 

inclusive development benefits, notably:  bridging the rural-urban divide (Qiang et al. 2011, 

14-26; Chan and Jia 2011, 3-5), women empowerment (Maurer 2008; Ojo et al. 2012), 

promotion of financial inclusion (Kirui et al. 2013, 141; Singh 2012, 466; Asongu 2013a),  

mitigation of income-inequality (Asongu and Nwachukwu 2016a, 2016b), improvement of 

health services for the poor (Kline et al. 2013), enhancement of business opportunities 

(Ondiege 2010, 11; Mishra and Bisht 2013, 505), elimination of agricultural wastages through 

a reduction of demand-supply mismatches as well as demand- and supply-side constraints 

(Muto and Yamano 2009; Aker and Fafchamps 2010; Tchamyou, 2017) and efficiency in the 

management of households (Al Surikhi  2012; Asongu 2015).  

 In light of the above, there have been growing calls for more research on the 

development outcomes of mobile phone applications (Mpogole et al. 2008, 71). Partly 

motivated by cautions that the mobile phone should not be automatically considered as a 

silver bullet of development (Asongu and De Moor 2015), the World Bank, in its continuous 

effort towards inclusive development has provided the research community with the first 

macroeconomic database on mobile banking (Mosheni-Cheraghlou 2013).  This represents an 

opportunity to assess the role of mobile banking in inclusive development.  

The motivation for assessing a ‘mobile banking’-‘inclusive development’ nexus is at 

least twofold. First, with the transition from Millennium Development Goals (MDGs) to 

Sustainable Development Goals (SDGs), the policy debate has shifted from development to 

inclusive development (Asongu and Rangan 2016).  Second, the imperative of the underlying 

policy debate has reemerged with the April 15
th

 2015 publication by the World Bank of 

                                                           
2
 The term ‘mobile phones’ is used interchangeably with ‘cell phones’ ‘mobile telephony’ and ‘mobiles’ 

throughout this paper.  
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World Development Indicators which has concluded that, poverty has not been decreasing in 

many regions of the world, especially in Africa (Asongu and Kodila-Tedika 2017).  

As far as we have reviewed, the positioning of this line of inquiry steers clear of the 

inclusive development literature on the one hand and the mobile banking literature on the 

other hand. First, on the latter, the mobile banking literature which has been fundamentally 

based on surveyed microeconomic data for the most part has focused on mobile banking 

adoption intensions (Medhi et al. 2009; Gu et al.  2009; Daud et al. 2011; Akturan and 

Tezcan 2012;  Kazi and Mannan 2013; Alsheikh and Bojei 2014; Cudjoe et al. 2015). We 

steer clear of this stream by: (i) focusing on macroeconomic data and (ii) broadening the 

scope from country-specific studies to 93 developing countries. Second, on the former, the 

available inclusive development literature has focused essentially on: gender inequality 

(Anyanwu 2013b, 2014b; Elu and Loubert, 2013; Baliamoune-Lutz 2007; Baliamoune-Lutz 

and McGillivray 2009),  poverty correlates (Anyanwu 2013a, 2014a), reinventing 

development assistance for inclusive and sustainable development (Asongu 2016), 

measurements of inclusive development (Anand et al. 2013; Mlachila et al. 2017), recent 

advances in finance for inclusive development (Asongu and De Moor 2015) and debates 

between relative pro-poor (Dollar and Kraay 2003) versus absolute pro-poor (Ravallion and 

Chen 2003) growth. The last-two streams are closest to this study because we build on recent 

advances in finance by assessing the pro-poor character of mobile banking.  

 In order to provide more room for policy implications, we employ: (i) interactive (ii) 

quantile regressions (QR). Evidently, there is a twofold motivation for this empirical strategy. 

First, the intuition of the QR is that blanket policies may not be effective unless they are 

contingent on initial inclusive development levels and tailored differently across high-

inclusiveness and low-inclusiveness countries. Second, we interact the mobile banking 

independent variables of interest with human development in order to further examine at what 

thresholds of human development mobile banking positively influences inclusive 

development. Inclusive development is measured by indicators of poverty and inequality 

while mobile banking entails: ‘mobile phone usage for  the payment of bills (% of adults)’ and 

‘mobile phone usage for sending/receiving of money (% of adults)
3
. 

                                                           
3
 The positioning of the paper also departs from recent studies on the use of information and communication 

technology for doing business and economic development (Kuada, 2009, 2014, 2015; Tony and Kwan 2015; 

Afutu-Kotey et al. 2017; Bongomin et al. 2018; Gosavi 2017; Hubani and Wiese 2017; Isszhaku et al. 2017; 

Minkoua Nzie et al. 2017; Muthinja and Chipeta  2017). 
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The rest of the study is organized as follows. The ‘Theoretical highlights and literature 

review’ section provides theoretical underpinnings and reviews the relevant literature. In the 

‘Data and methodology’ section, we discuss the measurement of variables and adopted 

empirical strategy. The empirical analysis and discussion of results are covered in the 

‘Empirical results’ section while the ‘Concluding implications and future research directions’   

section presents concluding remarks.  

 

Theoretical highlights and literature review   

Theoretical highlights   

 Motivations for the adoption of mobile phones/banking embody complex and 

multifaceted processes, notably: (i) an approach centered on customers by managers and 

system developers on formation belief as opposed to a direct influence of attitudes and (ii) 

essential characteristics such as combined considerations (utilitarian, customers’ behavioral, 

personal, social and psychological features). For the interest of brevity, we briefly highlight 

the three most dominant theories on users’ attitudes documented by Yousafzai et al. (2010, 

1172), notably, the: theory of reasoned action (TRA), theory of planned behavior (TPB) and 

technology acceptance model (TAM).  

 First, the Theory of Reasoned Action (TRA) developed by Fishbein and Ajzen (1975), 

Ajzen and Fishbein (1980) and Bagozzi (1982) supposes that, before adopting a given 

attitude, customers are rational in their considerations of all possible implications that their 

actions may generate. As a well grounded theory, it focuses on drivers of consciously-

intended attitudes and is intuitive, insightful and parsimonious in its ability to clarify attitudes.  

 Second, the Theory of Planned Behavior (TPB) developed by Ajzen (1991) 

complements the TRA by identifying a fundamental set-back, which is the lack of a difference 

between individuals who have conscious control from those who do not. According to the 

account, perceived behavioural control (PBC) or a third factor also influences behavioural 

intentions and actual behaviour, the first-two factors being attitudinal and normative factors. 

Therefore, the extension of the TRA by the TPB incorporates scenarios where-by customers 

have restricted situation control. In line with the underpinnings, three principal considerations 

influence human actions, namely: (i) behavioural beliefs on various possible results from a 

particular attitude and examination the corresponding results; (ii) “normative beliefs about the 

normative expectations of others and the motivation to comply with these expectations” 

(Yousafzai et al. 2010, 1175-1176) and (iii) control beliefs on resources by individuals,  
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opportunities that possessed and unpossessed resources as well as foreseen obstacles towards 

materialising an anticipating attitude. From a holistic perspective: (i) behavioural beliefs yield 

outcomes in either favourable or unfavourable attitudes linked to the underlying behaviour; 

(ii) ‘normative beliefs’ engender social pressure or  perceived subjective norm and (iii) 

‘control beliefs’ yields perceived behavioural control.   

 Third, the Technology Acceptance Model (TAM) is spear-headed by Davis (1989). In 

accordance with Yousafzai et al. (2007a, 2007b), the TAM has been developed to be a solid 

and parsimonious model. The authors sustain that, the TAM: (i) adapts to the framework of 

the TRA and (ii) assumes that the adoption of a specific technology by an individual can be 

elucidated by his/her voluntary intentions to accept and use the given technology. Within this 

framework, intention is defined as the perception of the individual on the usefulness of the 

technology and attitude towards its usage.  

The three underlying theories align with this study in the perspective that customers 

adopt mobile phones because of perceived gains in inclusive development underlying mobile 

applications like mobile banking. In what follows, we engage some of these perceived 

rewards in substantive detail.   

 

Mobile phones/banking and inclusive development 

 

In accordance with Asongu and De Moor (2015), the mobile revolution has influenced 

almost every fabric of society in developing countries:  enhancing household and corporate 

management by constantly improving networks of interaction. These include, among others: 

upgraded business-to-business networks, improved systems of health care monitoring, better 

payment facilities for Small and Medium Size Enterprises (SMEs), education in terms of 

skills and training, household-to-household and household-to-business interactions, women 

empowerment and reduction of gaps in development between rural and urban areas. As far as 

we have reviewed, the available inclusive development literature on mobile phone/banking 

can be classified in three main streams, notably: improvement of health services, gender-gap 

reduction and mitigation of the rural/urban divide.  

In the first stream on reducing the gender gap, evidence on the relevance of mobile 

phones in female empowerment has been substantially documented. Some mobile 

phone/banking channels via which female financial inclusion is facilitated have included: (i) 

enhanced coordination of household activities and women-managed SMEs (Asong and 

Nwachukwu 2016a) and (ii) multi-tasking, cost-reduction and education (Jonathan & Camilo 
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2008; Ondiege 2010; Al Surikhi 2012; Ondiege 2013). The literature in this stream is 

consistent with the need for good government policy to facilitate the inclusive benefits of 

mobile phones/banking, notably: (i) Maurer (2008), on the central role of policy in promoting 

and sustaining the gender inclusiveness of mobile services and (ii) Ojo et al. (2012), on the 

utilization of mobile phones by Ghanaian women to improve their livelihoods. More country-

specific strategies/approaches have been documented by Ondiege (2010, 11) and Bisht (2013, 

505).  

The second stream which has focused on mitigating the rural-urban gap can be 

discussed in three main currents, notably: reduction of demand- and supply-side constrains in 

agricultural productivity; issues about unemployment, production and distribution of food in 

rural communities and support of SMEs and cooperatives. (i) In accordance with the engaged 

literature, mobile phone applications are increasingly being employed in rural communities to 

reduce demand- and supply-side constraints (Muto and Yamano 2009; Aker and Fafchamps 

2010). This mitigation has enhanced farmers’ incomes, hence, improved their growth 

opportunities. In summary, the overarching issues tackled by this stream are mechanisms by 

which mobile phones have reduced supply- and demand-wastes through improved matching 

networks and practices. (ii) Challenges of employment on the one hand and food production 

and distribution on the other hand are increasingly being addressed by mobile 

phones/banking. Eloquent examples include Ghana in which a study has revealed that better 

market information by means of mobile banking/applications improves income for traders by 

about 10% (E-agriculture 2012, 6-9). (iii) Mobile banking is consolidating agricultural finance 

by supporting SMEs and cooperatives. Cases in point include, among others: financially-

sustainable groups in Costa Rica (Perez et al. 2011, 316) and the Community Credit 

Enterprises (CCE) that is improving the sustainability of business models (Asongu and De 

Moor 2015).  

In summary, the benefits of mobile phones are more apparent in the livelihoods of 

underprivileged citizens in rural areas (Warren 2007) because comparatively, more barriers to 

the acquisition of information and purchase of commodities are lifted. For instance, in India, 

the adoption of mobile banking is boosting financial inclusions (Singh 2012, 466) in rural 

areas, partly because despite efforts devoted by formal financial institutions  to remain major 

players in inclusive finance, ‘Telecommunication infrastructure growth especially mobile 

phone penetration has created an opportunity for providing financial inclusion’ (Mishra and 

Bisht 2013, 503). 
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In the third stream related to health services, mobile phones are increasingly serving in 

healthcare delivery and improvement of medical services, essentially because of mobile 

services/applications destined to enhance better quality and more affordable health care (West 

2013). Therefore, geographical and income constraints are being facilitated with the 

continuous employment of mobile phone applications to improve health services. Channels 

through which health services are improved include: access to laboratory test, medical record 

and reference material. It is in this light that mobile applications are increasingly being 

adapted for: better tailored feedbacks owing to improved self-monitoring (Bauer et al. 2010); 

enhanced treatment and observations of patients with tuberculosis (Hoffman et al. 2010) and 

clinical appointments (Da Costa et al. 2010). Communities in rural areas have been 

documented to be among the greatest beneficiaries of health-oriented mobile applications 

(Kliner et al. 2013), a position that is in line with the conclusions of Kirui et al. (2013) on the 

absolute pro-poor features of mobile phones/banking in these communities: ‘We conclude that 

mobile phone-based money transfer services in rural areas help to resolve a market failure 

that farmers face; access to financial services’ (141). 

The three streams above are consistent with the World Bank’s position on the critical 

role of mobile phones/banking in rural and agricultural development (Qiang et al. 2011, 14-

26). A view that is broadly supported by Chan and Jia (2011) on the inclusive benefits of the 

mobile telephony in facilitating access to finance ‘mobile banking is an ideal choice for 

meeting the rural financial needs’ (p. 3) due to increasing ‘rates for bank transfers through 

mobile cell phones at commercial banks’ (Table 2, 5).  

 

Data and methodology 

Data 

 We assess a sample of 93 developing countries with cross-sectional data: (i) a 2005-

2011 average from Mlachila et al. (2017) and the year 2011 from Mosheni-Cheraghlou 

(2013). The dataset from the former consists of four non-overlapping intervals (1990-1994; 

1995-1999; 2000-2004 and 2005-2011) while that of latter is only available for the year 2011. 

The dependent variable from Mlachila et al. (2017) consists of the inequality index and the 

poverty rate.  Hence, the dataset is a cross-section for the year 2011 because of data 

availability constraints at the time of the study.  

The mobile phone/banking variables are from Mosheni-Cheraghlou (2013). As far as 

we have reviewed, macroeconomic indicators for mobile banking are only available for the 
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year 2011. The two main mobile banking indicators are: ‘mobile phone usage for  the 

payment of bills (% of adults)’ and ‘mobile phone usage for sending/receiving of money (% of 

adults). 

 Consistent with recent inclusive development literature (Anand et al., 2013; Asongu  

and Nwachukwu 2016c; Asongu and Rangan 2016), the adopted control variables include: 

education spending, government stability, credit, inflation, foreign direct investment (FDI) 

and remittances, while the modifying human development variable is the human development 

index (HDI). The definitions of the variables are provided in Appendix 1. But for inflation, 

we expect the control variables to be positively related to inclusive development (or 

negatively related to poverty and inequality). The inflation sign cannot be established with 

certainty because while high inflation mitigates inclusive development, low and stable 

inflation is appealing for inequality reduction (Asongu 2013b). This is fundamentally 

because; chaotic inflation discourages the much needed investment for economic growth 

because investors have been documented to prefer less ambiguous strategies (Kelsey and Le 

Roux 2017a, 2017b). 

 The positive covariates to inclusive development have been substantially documented 

in the inclusive development literature (Dollar and Kraay 2003; Barro and Lee 2000; 

Calderon and Servén 2004; Levine 2005; Hausmann et al. 2007; IMF 2007; Mishra et al. 

2011; Anand et al. 2012; Seneviratne and  Sun 2013). We devote space to briefly discuss the 

corresponding literature. Consistent with the International Monetary Fund (IMF 2007) and 

Anand et al. (2013), macroeconomic stability, human capital and structural change are crucial 

drivers of inclusive development in developing countries. Structural change also embodies, 

globalisation (e.g. foreign direct investment: FDI), macroeconomic stability and human 

capital. Other documented structural and macroeconomic features needed for inclusive 

development entail: stable inflation and less negative output volatility (Barro and Lee 2010; 

Dollar and Kraay 2003), financial access (Levine, 2005), value chains enhancement 

(Hausmann et al. 2007; Anand et al. 2012), improvements in infrastructure (Calderon and 

Servén 2004; Seneviratne and Sun 2013) and modernization of production facilities (Mishra 

et al. 2011). 

 Appendix 2 presents the summary statistics while Appendix 3 reveals the correlation 

matrix. From the summary statistics we observe that: (i) the means are comparable and (ii) the 

variables show a substantial degree of variation, thus we can be confident that reasonable 

estimated nexuses would emerge. The objective of the correlation matrix is to mitigate 
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potential concerns of multicollinearity and overparameterization. A multicollinearity concern 

is highlighted in bold: 0.865 for the two mobile banking indicators. We avoid employing them 

in the same specification.  

 

Methodology  

 In line with the motivation provided in the introduction, we adopt Quantile regression 

(QR). The QR technique consists of examining the role of mobile banking in inclusive 

development throughout the conditional distributions of the dependent variable. That is, from 

high-‘inclusive development’ to low-‘inclusive development’ countries. The distribution is 

from high to low because poverty and inequality indicators are negative signals. The QR 

provides estimates at multiple thresholds of the conditional distributions of inclusive 

development (Koenket and Hallock 2001; Tchamyou and Asongu 2017).  

 Previous studies such as Mlachila et al. (2017) have reported parameter estimates at 

the conditional mean of inclusive development. Whereas such mean impacts are important, 

we complement the underlying stream of studies by using QR to engage determinants 

throughout the conditional distribution of the dependent variable. For instance, while 

Ordinary Least Squares (OLS) is based on the assumption that error terms of the inclusive 

development indicator are normally distributed, this assumption does not hold for QR 

estimations. Accordingly, with the approach, parameter estimates are derived at multiple 

points of the conditional distributions of inclusive development (Koenker and Bassett 1978). 

The QR estimation strategy is increasingly being employed in development literature, inter 

alia in: finance, (Asongu 2014a), health (Asongu 2014b), corruption (Billger and Goel 2009; 

Okada and Samreth 2012; Asongu 2013c) and studies.  In summary, the strategy enables an 

examination of the role of mobile banking with particular emphasis on best- and worst-

performing developing countries in terms of inclusive development. 

The  th
 quantile estimator of inclusive development is obtained by solving for the 

following optimization problem, which is presented without subscripts in Eq. (1) for the 

purpose of simplicity and readability.   
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Where  1,0 . Contrary to OLS which is fundamentally based on minimizing the sum of 

squared residuals, with QR, the weighted sum of absolute deviations are minimised. For 
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example the 10
th

 decile or 25
th

 quartiles (with  =0.10 or 0.25 respectively) by approximately 

weighing the residuals. The conditional quantile of inclusive development or iy given ix is: 

 iiy xxQ )/(                                                                                                           (2) 

 

Where unique slope parameters are modelled for each  th
 specific quantile. This formulation 

is analogous to ixxyE )/( in the OLS slope where parameters are assessed only at the 

mean of the conditional distribution of inclusive development. For Eq. (2) the dependent 

variable iy  is either the poverty or inequality indicator while ix  contains: a constant term, 

education spending, government stability, credit, inflation, foreign direct investment (FDI) 

and remittances. 

 Since, the empirical technique adopted by this study involves interactive models; it is 

relevant to briefly engage some pitfalls of interactive estimations. As documented by Brambor 

et al. (2006), for the estimation to have economic meaning, the corresponding estimates from 

interactive models should be interpreted as conditional marginal effects. It follows that the 

modifying human development variable should be within the range provided by the summary 

statistics for marginal correlations to have economic meaning.   

 

Empirical results  

Table 1 and Table 2 present findings corresponding respectively to inequality and 

poverty. Whereas Panel A of all tables provide findings related to the ‘mobile phone used to 

pay bills’, Panel B is focused on the ‘mobile phone used to send/receive money’. For either 

table, we consistently notice that the QR estimates are different from the OLS estimates in 

terms of signs and significance. This further justifies the relevance of the QR strategy. Before 

we discuss table-specific findings, for the interest of clarity, it is relevant to briefly discuss 

three issues in order to enhance readability, notably: signals of the dependent variable, 

conditional distributions and thresholds for inclusive development.  First, the inclusive 

development variables have negative signals, implying that higher values are unappealing. 

Second, low-ends of the distributions represent high-‘inclusive development’ and vice versa. 

Third, for mobile banking to boost inclusive development, negative thresholds are required of 

the modifying human development variable. 

The following findings can be established from Table 1 on linkages between ‘mobile 

banking and inequality’. First, in Panel A, the interaction between the ‘mobile used to pay 

bills’ and the HDI is negatively correlated with inequality for: OLS, the 10
th

 and the 90
th
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deciles. The corresponding negative thresholds are within the HDI range (0.280 to 0.809) 

disclosed by the summary statistics, notably: (i) 0.613 (2.648/4.319) for OLS, (ii) 0.632 

(2.302/3.638) for the 10
th

 decile and (iii) 0.580 (3.033/5.221) for the 90
th

 decile. It follows that 

relatively higher levels of human development are needed for the inclusive benefits of 

‘mobiles used to pay bills’ at the bottom distribution of inequality compared to the top-end of 

the distribution. Second, in Panel A, the interaction between ‘mobile used to send/receive 

money’ and the HDI is negatively correlated with inequality for OLS and the 90
th

 decile, with 

corresponding negative thresholds within the HDI range, notably: (i) 0.603 (0.581/0.963) for 

OLS and (ii) 0.542 (0.868/1.599) for the 90
th

 decile.  

Third, some of the significant control variables display the expected signs. (i) 

Government stability consistently has a negative relationship with inequality. (ii) Remittances 

scantily reduce inequality at the bottom-end of the distribution. (iii) Inflation is negatively 

(positively) correlated with inequality at the low- (high-) end of the inequality distribution. 

Accordingly, whereas a ‘low and stable’ inflation is conducive for inclusive development, the 

effect may be more negative on the poor if initial levels of inequality are high. This ultimately 

results in higher (lower) levels of inequality in countries with higher (lower) initial levels of 

inequality. (iv) The fact that educational spending and private domestic credit increase 

inequality may derive from negative externalities of structural inequality, whereby policies 

tailored towards reducing inequality may only end-up fuelling inequality.  
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Table 1: Mobile banking, human development and Inequality   
       

 Panel A: Mobile for Payment of Bills (Mobile.Pay) 
       

 OLS Q.10 Q.25 Q.50 Q.75 Q.90 

Constant  39.149*** 38.800*** 36.878*** 39.469*** 45.711*** 38.872*** 

 (0.000) (0.000) (0.000) (0.000) (0.000) (0.000) 

Mobile.Pay 2.648** 2.302*** 2.046 1.140 1.902 3.033*** 

 (0.024) (0.000) (0.349) (0.565) (0.485) (0.001) 

Mobile.Pay × HDI -4.319** -3.638*** -3.189 -1.708 -3.089 -5.221*** 

 (0.023) (0.000) (0.355) (0.540) (0.421) (0.000) 

Educational Spending 12.684** -2.464 9.395 9.384 15.306 14.364** 

 (0.014) (0.400) (0.397) (0.442) (0.329) (0.028) 

Government Stability   -1.255*** -0.464*** -1.083* -1.165 -1.171 -0.995*** 

 (0.001) (0.000) (0.078) (0.205) (0.259) (0.003) 

Inflation  -0.262 -0.489*** -0.447 -0.074 -0.443 0.516** 

 (0.245) (0.000) (0.395) (0.901) (0.429) (0.025) 

Credit  0.017 0.013 0.003 0.018 -0.020 0.076*** 

 (0.684) (0.283) (0.956) (0.972) (0.853) (0.006) 

Foreign Direct Investment  -0.156 0.002 -0.017 -0.244 -0.261 -0.088 

 (0.474) (0.968) (0.966) (0.690) (0.629) (0.762) 

Remittances -0.231 -0.0420 -0.241 -0.307 -0.412 0.150 

 (0.120) (0.348) (0.261) (0.348) (0.333) (0.198) 
       

R²/ Pseudo R² 0.240 0.1508 0.135 0.147 0.158 0.230 

Fisher 3.78***      

Observations  67 67 67 67 67 67 

       

 Panel B: Mobile for sending and receiving money (Mobile.SR) 
       

 OLS Q.10 Q.25 Q.50 Q.75 Q.90 

Constant  39.524*** 34.316*** 35.178*** 39.470*** 44.242*** 39.476*** 

 (0.000) (0.000) (0.000) (0.000) (0.000) (0.000) 

Mobile.SR 0.581* 0.281 0.711 0.481 0.756   0.868*** 

 (0.078) (0.372) (0.432) (0.553) (0.371) (0.005) 

Mobile.SR × HDI -0.963* -0.209 -1.037 -0.826 -1.486 -1.599*** 

 (0.085) (0.685) (0.489) (0.586) (0.336) (0.004) 

Educational Spending 11.202** 4.539 11.017   8.940 14.145 11.924** 

 (0.034) (0.555) (0.305) (0.419) (0.347) (0.013) 

Government Stability   -1.224*** -0.755* -1.021* -1.063 -1.016 -0.989*** 

 (0.001) (0.067) (0.091) (0.201) (0.354) (0.002) 

Inflation  -0.196 -0.282 -0.447 -0.086 -0.354   0.752*** 

 (0.409) (0.297) (0.361) (0.873) (0.544) (0.000) 

Credit  0.015 0.007 -0.003 0.017 -0.020 0.076*** 

 (0.729) (0.882) (0.959) (0.972) (0.850) (0.000) 

Foreign Direct Investment  -0.205 -0.389 -0.069 -0.221 -0.153 -0.116 

 (0.346) (0.119) (0.853) (0.684) (0.878) (0.610) 

Remittances -0.216* -0.058 -0.138 -0.292 -0.390 0.108 

 (0.087) (0.690) (0.500) (0.205) (0.266) (0.607) 

R²/ Pseudo R² 0.208 0.137 0.127 0.152 0.149 0.188 

Fisher 3.58***      

Observations  67 67 67 67 67 67 
       

***; **;*: significance levels of 1%, 5% and 10% respectively. Lower quantiles (e.g., Q 0.1) signify nations where Inequality   

is least. OLS: Ordinary Least Squares.  R² for OLS and Pseudo R² for Quantile Regressions. Mobile.Pay: Mobile for payment 

of bills. Mobile. SR: Mobile for Sending and Receiving in Money.  HDI: Human Development Index. The HDI is not 

included in the interaction regression because of perfect mullticollinearity.  
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The following findings can be established from Table 2 on linkages between ‘mobile 

banking and poverty’. First, in Panel A, the interaction between the ‘mobile used to pay bills’ 

and the HDI is negatively correlated with inequality for: OLS, the 25
th

 quartile, the 50
th

 

quartile, and 75
th

 quartile. The corresponding negative thresholds are within the HDI range 

(0.280 to 0.809) disclosed by the summary statistics, notably: (i) 0.642 (0.027/0.042) for OLS, 

(ii) 0.333 (0.001/0.003) at the 25
th

 quartile, (iii) 0.705 (0.024/0.034) at the 50
th

 quartile and 

(iv) 0.683 (0.041/0.060) at the 75
th

 quartile. It follows that thresholds needed for the poverty 

mitigation benefits of ‘mobiles used to pay bills’ display an inverted U-shape from the 25
th

 to 

the 75
th

 quartile. Second, in Panel A, the interaction between the ‘mobile used to send/receive 

money’ and the HDI is negatively correlated with inequality for OLS and throughout the 

distributions (with the exception of the 90
th

 decile), with corresponding negative thresholds 

within the HDI range, notably:  (i) 0.600 (0.009/0.015) for OLS, (ii) 0.666 (0.004/0.006) for 

the 10
th

 decile, (iii) 0.642  (0.009/0.014) for the 25
th

 quartile, (iv) 0.666 (0.012/0.018) for the 

50
th

 quartile and (v) 0.600 (0.015/0.025) for the 75
th

 quartile. The thresholds follow a wave-

like pattern from the 25
th

 to the 75
th

 quartiles. Third, the consistent significant control variable 

displays expected signs. We notice that educational spending is negatively related to 

inequality and its insignificance in the highest quantile is consistent with the corresponding 

explanation provided in Table 1 for structural inequality.  
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Table 2: Mobile banking and Poverty   
       

 Panel A: Mobile for Payment of Bills (Mobile.Pay) 
       

 OLS Q.10 Q.25 Q.50 Q.75 Q.90 

Constant  0.156*** 0.002 0.024*** 0.103*** 0.293*** 0.247 

 (0.005) (0.007) (0.000) (0.000) (0.000) (0.248) 

Mobile.Pay 0.027* 0.0002 0.001** 0.024*** 0.041*** 0.016 

 (0.096) (0.438) (0.028) (0.000) (0.005) (0.728) 

Mobile.Pay × HDI -0.042* -0.0003 -0.003** -0.034*** -0.060*** -0.028 

 (0.086) (0.453) (0.019) (0.000) (0.004) (0.693) 

Educational Spending -0.171** -0.003 -0.023*** -0.108*** -0.301*** -0.306 

 (0.023) (0.033) (0.000) (0.000) (0.003) (0.251) 

Government Stability   -0.002 -0.00001 0.00005 0.0003 -0.002 0.003 

 (0.531) (0.829) (0.802) (0.758) (0.697) (0.821) 

Inflation  0.003 -0.00001 -0.0003* -0.0004 -0.0004 0.012 

 (0.345) (0.807) (0.074) (0.382) (0.899) (0.425) 

Credit  -0.0002 -0.000 -0.00001 -0.00008 0.00003 -0.0003 

 (0.274) (0.849) (0.492) (0.231) (0.929) (0.753) 

Foreign Direct Investment  0.001 0.00001 -0.0001 0.0004 -0.0006 0.007 

 (0.484) (0.738) (0.452) (0.511) (0.863) (0.422) 

Remittances 0.0001 0.000 0.00004 -0.0003 0.002 0.0007 

 (0.917) (0.688) (0.584) (0.216) (0.264) (0.879) 

R²/ Pseudo R² 0.283 0.006 0.021 0.154 0.290 0.361 

Fisher 3.21***      

Observations  73 73 73 73 73 73 

       

 Panel B: Mobile for sending and receiving money (Mobile.SR) 
       

 OLS Q.10 Q.25 Q.50 Q.75 Q.90 

Constant  0.155*** -0.001 0.004** 0.093*** 0.274*** 0.262 

 (0.005) (0.934) (0.036) (0.000) (0.000) (0.246) 

Mobile.SR   0.009** 0.004*** 0.009*** 0.012*** 0.015*** 0.005 

 (0.029) (0.000) (0.000) (0.000) (0.000) (0.712) 

Mobile.SR × HDI -0.015** -0.006*** -0.014*** -0.018*** -0.025*** -0.010 

 (0.028) (0.002) (0.000) (0.000) (0.001) (0.697) 

Educational Spending -0.175** 0.002 -0.001 -0.096*** -0.252*** -0.337 

 (0.013) (0.885) (0.719) (0.000) (0.000) (0.174) 

Government Stability   -0.001 0.00004 -0.0001 -0.0007 -0.003 0.005 

 (0.635) (0.977) (0.442) (0.572) (0.443) (0.764) 

Inflation  0.003 -0.00007 -0.0001 -0.0005 -0.002 0.013 

 (0.368) (0.937) (0.198) (0.476) (0.328) (0.425) 

Credit  -0.0002 -0.00001 -0.00001 -0.00004 -0.0001 -0.0002 

 (0.252) (0.915) (0.570) (0.609) (0.724) (0.798) 

Foreign Direct Investment  0.001 -0.000 -0.0001 0.0003 0.0009 0.005 

 (0.554) (0.991) (0.204) (0.575) (0.718) (0.532) 

Remittances 0.0006 0.000 -0.00002 -0.00003 0.002 0.001 

 (0.639) (0.985) (0.601) (0.905) (0.163) (0.813) 

R²/ Pseudo R² 0.288 0.0156 0.097 0.216 0.305 0.351 

Fisher 4.20***      

Observations  73 73 73 73 73 73 
       

***; **;*: significance levels of 1%, 5% and 10% respectively. Lower quantiles (e.g., Q 0.1) signify nations where Inequality   

is least. OLS: Ordinary Least Squares.  R² for OLS and Pseudo R² for  Quantile Regressions. Mobile.Pay: Mobile for 

payment of bills. Mobile. SR: Mobile for Sending and Receiving in Money.  HDI: Human Development Index. The HDI is 

not included in the interaction regression because of perfect mullticollinearity.  
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Concluding implications and future research directions 

This study has assessed human development thresholds at which mobile banking 

mitigates poverty and inequality in 93 developing countries for the year 2011. Mobile banking 

entails: ‘mobile used to pay bills’ and ‘mobile used to receive/send money’ while the 

modifying policy indicator is the human development index (HDI). The empirical evidence is 

based on interactive quantile regressions. A summary of the findings shows that with 

increasing human development: (i) ‘mobiles used to pay bills’ contribute to reducing 

inequality in countries at the bottom and top ends of the inequality distribution while (ii) 

‘mobiles used to receive/send money’ have an appealing role in promoting inclusive 

development in all poverty distributions, with the exception of the top end or 90
th

 decile. The 

modifying thresholds of the HDI vary from 0.542 to 0.632 and 0.333 to 0.705 in inequality 

and poverty specifications, respectively.  

While the above findings are consistent with previous literature on the inclusive 

benefits of mobile phones/banking (Ondiege 2010; Ojo et al. 2012; Al Surikhi 2012; Mishra 

and Bisht 2013; Asongu and Nwachukwu 2016a, 2016b), we have complemented this stream 

of the literature in a number of dimensions already discussed in the introduction, notably: 

macroeconomic evidence, a plethora of developing countries, distinction between high-

‘inclusive development’ and low-‘inclusive development’ countries and the relevance of a 

policy variable of human development (HDI) in the underlying relationship.  

 Despite the important role of mobile banking in inclusive development, this nexus has 

not featured prominently in the SDGs agenda. Maybe this missing element could be traceable 

to the scarce literature with macroeconomic empirical evidence on the underlying relationship 

for a broad sample of developing countries. This gap has inspired some ongoing reports like 

‘Vodafone SIM project’ (Asongu and De Moor 2015). 

 Consistent with the stylized facts presented in the introduction, the implications of the 

findings are most relevant to sub-Saharan African countries for at least a fourfold reason. 

First, relative to other developing, countries in the sub-region have been documented to enjoy 

relatively higher levels of mobile banking (Mosheni-Cheraghlou 2013). Second, countries in 

the sub-region have also been documented to reflect burgeoning levels of mobile banking 

(Caulderwood 2015) and significant growth opportunities of mobile phone penetration 

because their markets are not yet saturated relative to those of other regions (Penard et al., 

2012). Third, the April 15
th

 World Bank report on MDGs has shown that poverty has been 

decreasing in all regions of the world with the exception of SSA. Mobile banking provides 
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great room for mitigating immiserizing growth in the sub-region because: (i) the sub-region 

has been experiencing growth resurgence since the mid-1990s (Fosu 2015, 44; Asongu and 

Nwachukwu 2016d) and (ii) is currently hosting 7 of the 10 fastest-growing economies in the 

world (Asongu and Rangan 2016).  

 Overall, for all sampled developing countries, we have found that the HDI can be used 

as a crucial policy variable in the role of mobile banking in mitigating poverty and inequality 

in developing countries. However, it is important to note that components of the HDI 

(education, income per capita and life expectancy) have different regional tendencies, which 

should be considered by policy makers.   In order to provide more policy insights, future 

research can focus on: (i) providing a comparative regional analysis of the established nexuses 

and (ii) decomposing the HDI into its respective components to assess which elements are 

most relevant in driving inclusiveness. A caveat to the study is that, given the cross-sectional 

natures of the data, the established thresholds are based on correlations instead of causality. 

Hence, as more data become available; it would be worthwhile for future research to also 

assess if the established thresholds withstand empirical scrutiny within the framework of 

causality.  
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 Appendices 
 

Appendix 1: Definition of variables  
   

Variable(s) Definition(s) Source(s) 
   

Poverty  Poverty rate: Proportion (per cent) of the population living on one USD 

a day 

 

Mlachila et al. 

(2017) 
  

Inequality  GINI index of Inequality  
   

Mobiles for bills  Mobile phone used to pay bills (% of Adults) Mosheni-

Cheraghlou 

(2013) 

  

Mobiles to 

receiving/sending  

Mobile phone used to send/receive money (% of Adults) 

   

Educational 

Spending 

“Public resources allocated to education spending, as percent of GDP” 
(p. 25) 

Mlachila et al. 

(2017) 
   

Government 

Stability 

“Index ranging from 0 to 12 and measuring the ability of government 

to stay in office and to carry out its declared program(s).The higher 

the index, the more stable the government is” (p. 25). 

Mlachila et al. 

(2017) 

   

Inflation Inflation rate based on the Consumer Price  Index (CPI) Mlachila et al. 

(2017) 
   

Credit to private 

sector 

“Domestic credit to private sector, namely credit offered by the banks 

to the private sector, as percent of GDP” (p. 25).  
Mlachila et al. 

(2017) 
   

Foreign Direct 

Investment 

“Net Inflows of Foreign Direct Investments, as percent of GDP” (p. 25) Mlachila et al. 

(2017) 
   

 

Remittances 

“Workers' remittances and compensation of employees (Percent of 

GDP), calculated as the sum of workers' remittances, compensation of 

employees and migrants' transfers” (p. 25).  

Mlachila et al. 

(2017) 

   

Human 

Development 

“Geometric mean of normalized indices measuring achievements in 

three basic dimensions of human development: a long and healthy life, 

access to knowledge and a decent standard of living” (p. 25) 

Mlachila et al. 

(2017) 

   

 

 

Appendix 2: Summary Statistics  
      

 Mean S. D Minimum Maximum Obs 
      

Poverty rate 0.062 0.113 0.000 28.127 93 

Inequality  41.844 8.339 28.127 65.27 78 

Mobile for Bills payment  2.601 4.125 0.000 25.70 80 

Mobile for Sending/Receiving money 4.802 9.615 0.000 60.50 80 

Educational Spending  0.701 0.211 0.202 1.000 93 

Health Spending 0.734 0.189 0.284 0.995 93 

Government Stability 2.626 2.242 -0.379 11.278 93 

Inflation (log) 7.909 4.106 2.202 21.669 90 

Domestic Credit (log) 39.730 34.036 -14.660 169.251 90 

Foreign Direct Investment 4.488 3.720 0.0007 20.869 92 

Remittances 5.445 7.612 0.003 38.590 84 

Human Development Index   0.580 0.152 0.280 0.809 93 
      

S.D: Standard Deviation. Obs: Observations.  
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Appendix 3: Correlation Matrix  
            

Control variables  Mobile banking  Inclusive development   

Educ GovStab Infl  Credit FDI Remit HDI MBills MSR Pov. GINI  

1.000 0.235 0.263 0.392 0.005 0.143 0.216 0.207 -0.006 -0.267 0.312 Educ 

 1.000 0.277 0.324 -0.125 -0.063  -0.098 0.080 -0.182 -0.171 -0.188 GovStab 

  1.000 0.199 0.171 -0.059 -0.138 0.300 0.130 0.129 -0.019 Infl 

   1.000 -0.202 0.530 0.387 0.082 -0.183 -0.367 -0.185 Credit 

    1.000 -0.159 0.034 -0.082 0.012 0.203 0.065 FDI 

     1.000 -0.045 -0.080 -0.172 -0.130 0.145 Remit 

      1.000 0.088 -0.136 -0.638 -0.024 HDI 

       1.000 0.865 0.142 0.039 MBills 

        1.000 0.185 0.062 MSR 

         1.000 0.223 Pov. 

          1.000 GINI 

           QGI 
            

Educ: Educational Spending. GovStab: Government Stability. Infl: Inflation. Credit: Domestic Credit. FDI: Foreign Direct Investment. 

Remit: Remittances. MBill: Mobile used for Paying Bills. MSR: Mobile used for Sending/Receiving Money. Pov: Poverty rate. GINI: 

Inequality Index.   

 

References 

Afutu-Kotey, R. L., Gough, K. W. and G. Owusu. (2017). “Young Entrepreneurs in the 
Mobile Telephony Sector in Ghana: From Necessities to Aspirations” Journal of African 

Business, DOI:10.1080/15228916.2017.1339252. 

 

Ajzen, I. 1991. “The theory of planned behaviour”. Organizational Behavior and Human 

Decision Processes 50(2): 179-211. 

 

Ajzen, I. and  M. Fishbein. 1980. “Understanding attitudes and predicting social behaviour”. 

Englewood Cliffs, NJ: Prentice-Hall. 

 

Aker, J. C. and M. Fafchamps. 2010. “How Does Mobile Phone Coverage Affect Farm-Gate 

Prices? Evidence from West Africa”. Department of Economics and the Fletcher School, 
Tufts University.  

 

Akturan, U. and N. Tezcan. 2012. “Mobile banking adoption of the youth market: Perceptions 

and intentions”.  Marketing Intelligence & Planning 30(4):444-459.   

 

Al Surikhi, H. F. 2012. “Knowledge and Financial Management in Households: An 
Examination of Married Women’s Perspectives in Chadbourn, North Carolina”. Capstone 

Collection, Paper No. 2489, Vermont.  

 

Alsheikh, L. and J. Bojei. 2014. “Determinants Affecting Customer’s Intention to Adopt 
Mobile Banking in Saudi Arabia”. International Arab Journal of e-Technology 3(4):210-219.  

 

Anand, R., Mishra, S. and S. J. Peiris. 2013. “Inclusive Growth: Measurement and 

Determinants”. IMF Working Paper No. 13/135, Washington.  

 

Anand, R.,  Mishra, S. and N. Spatafora. 2012. “Structural Transformation and 

the Sophistication of Production”.  IMF Working Paper No. 12/59, Washington. 

 

Anyanwu, J. C. 2014a. “Determining the correlates of poverty for inclusive growth in Africa”. 
European Economics Letters 3(1):12-17.  



20 

 

 

Anyanwu, J. C. 2014b. “Marital Status, Household Size and Poverty in Nigeria: Evidence 
from the 2009/2010 Survey Data”. African Development Review 26(1):118-137.  

 

Anyanwu, J. C. 2013a. “The correlates of poverty in Nigeria and policy implications”. African 

Journal of Economic and Sustainable Development 2(1): 23-52.  

 

Anyanwu, J. C. 2013b. “Gender Equality in Employment in Africa: Empirical Analysis and 

Policy Implications”. African Development Review 25(4): 400-420.  

 

Asongu, S. A. 2013a. “How has mobile phone penetration stimulated financial development 
in Africa”. Journal of African Business 14(1): 7-18.  

 

Asongu, S. A. 2013b. “Investment and Inequality in Africa: Which Financial Channels Are 

Good for the Poor”. African Finance Journal 15(2): 43-65. 

 

Asongu, S. A. 2013c. “Fighting corruption in Africa: do existing corruption-control levels 

matter?”. International Journal of Development Issues 12(1):36-52.  

 

Asongu, S. A. 2014a. “Financial development dynamic thresholds of financial globalization: 
evidence from Africa”. Journal of Economic Studies 41(2):166-195.  

Asongu, S. A. 2014b. “The impact of health worker migration on development dynamics: 
evidence of wealth-effects from Africa”. The European Journal of Health Economics 

15(2):187-201. 

 

Asongu, S. A. 2015. “The impact of mobile phone penetration on African inequality”. 
International Journal of Social Economics 42(8):706-716.  

 

Asongu, S. A. 2016. “Reinventing foreign aid for inclusive and sustainable development: 
Kuznets, Piketty and the Great Policy Reversal”. Journal of Economic Surveys 30(4):736–
755.  

 

Asongu, S. A. and J. C. Nwachukwu. 2016a. “Mobile Phone Penetration, Mobile Banking and 
Inclusive Development in Africa”. African Finance Journal 18(1):34-52.  

 

Asongu, S. A. and J. C. Nwachukwu. 2016b. “The Role of Governance in Mobile Phones for 

Inclusive Human Development in Sub-Saharan Africa”. Technovation 55-56 (September-

October):1-13.  

 

Asongu, S. A. and J. C. Nwachukwu. 2016c. “Welfare Spending and Quality of Growth in 
Developing Countries: A Note on Evidence from Hopefuls, Contenders and Best Performers”. 
The Social Science Journal  55(4):495-500. 

 

Asongu, S. A. and J. C. Nwachukwu. 2016d “The Mobile Phone in the Diffusion of 
Knowledge for Institutional Quality in Sub-Saharan Africa”. World Development 

86(October):133–147.  

 



21 

 

Asongu, S. A. and L. De Moor. 2015. “Recent advances in finance for inclusive 
development”. African Governance and Development Institute Working Paper No. 15/005, 

Yaoundé.  

 

Asongu, S. A. and O. Kodila-Tedika. 2017. “Is Poverty in the African DNA (Gene)?” South 

African Journal of Economics 85(4): 533–552. 

 

Asongu, S. A. and Rangan, G., 2016. “Trust and Quality of Growth: A Note”. Economics 

Bulletin  36(3):1854-1867. 

 

Bagozzi, R. 1982. “A field investigation of causal relations among cognitions, affect, 
intentions, and behaviour”.  Journal of Marketing Research 19(4):562-584. 

 

Baliamoune-Lutz, M. and M. McGillivray. 2009. “Does Gender Inequality Reduce Growth in 
Sub-Saharan Africa and Arab Countries?”. African Development Review 21(2): 224-242.  

 

Baliamoune-Lutz, M. 2007. “Globalisation and Gender Inequality: Is Africa Different?”. 
Journal of African Economies 16(2):301-348. 

 

Barro, R. and J. Lee. 2010. “A New Data Set of Educational Attainment in the World, 1950– 

2010”. NBER Working Paper No. 15902 (Cambridge, Massachusetts: National Bureau of 

Economic Research). 

 

Bauer, S., De Niet, J., Timman, R., and H. Kordy. 2010. “Enhancement of care through self-
monitoring and tailored feedback via text messaging and their use in the treatment of 

childhood overweight”. Patient Education and Counseling 79 (2010):315-319.  

 

Billger, S. M. and R. K. Goel. 2009. “Do existing corruption levels matter in controlling 
corruption? Cross-country quantile regression estimates”. Journal of Development Economics 

90(2): 299-305. 

Bongomin, G. O. C., Ntayi, J. M.,  Munene J. C. and C. A., Malinga. 2018. “Mobile Money 
and Financial Inclusion in Sub-Saharan Africa: the Moderating Role of Social Networks”. 
Journal of African Business. DOI: 10.1080/15228916.2017.1416214.  

 

Brambor, T., Clark, W. M., and M. Golder. 2006. “Understanding Interaction Models: 
Improving Empirical Analyses”. Political Analysis 14 (1):63-82.  

 

Calderon, C. and L. Servén. 2004. “The Effects of Infrastructure Development on Growth 

and Income Distribution”. World Bank Policy Research Working Paper No. 3400, 

Washington.   

 

Caulderwood, K. 2015. “Mobile Banking Market In Sub-Saharan Africa Could Be Worth 

$1.3B In Four Years”. International Business Times. Accessed 24 March 2015.   
http://www.ibtimes.com/mobile-banking-market-sub-saharan-africa-could-be-worth-13b-

four-years-1788648  

 

Chan, A. and T. Jia. 2011. “The Role of Mobile Banking in Facilitating Rural Finance: 

Reducing Inequality in Financial Services between Urban and Rural Areas”. Accenture 

http://www.ibtimes.com/mobile-banking-market-sub-saharan-africa-could-be-worth-13b-four-years-1788648
http://www.ibtimes.com/mobile-banking-market-sub-saharan-africa-could-be-worth-13b-four-years-1788648


22 

 

Banking Services. Accessed 17 March 2015. 

http://www.accenture.com/SiteCollectionDocuments/PDF/PoV-Mobile-Banking-051611-

EN.pdf   

Cudjoe, A. G., Anim, P. A., and J. Nyanyofio, J. 2015. “Determinants of Mobile Banking 
Adoption in the Ghanaian Banking Industry: A Case of Access Bank Ghana Limited”.  
Journal of Computer and Communications 3(2):1-19. 

 

Da Costa, T. M., Salomão, P. L., Martha, A. S., Pisa, I. T., and D. Sigulem, D. 2010. “The 
impact of short message service text messages sent as appointment reminders to patients’ cell 
phones at outpatient clinics in São Paulo, Brazil”. International Journal of Medical 

Informatics 79 (2010):65-70.  

 

Daud, M., Kassim, N., Said, W., and M. Noor. 2011. “Determining Critical Success Factors 
of Mobile Banking Adoption in Malaysia”. Australian Journal of Basic and Applied Sciences 

5(9):252-265.  

 

Dollar, D., Kleineberg, T., and A. Kraay.2002. “Growth is Good for the Poor”. Journal of 

Economic Growth 7(3):195-225. 

 

Dollar, D. and A. Kraay. 2003. “Institutions, Trade, and Growth”.  Journal of Monetary 

Economics  50(1):133-162. 

 

E-agriculture (2012). “Using ICT to enable Agricultural Innovation Systems for 

Smallholders”.  e-source book, ICT In Agriculture, Connecting Small Holders to Knowledge, 

Networks and Institutions, (Forum 4, September 2012). Accessed 18 March 2015. 

http://www.fao.org/docrep/018/ar130e/ar130e.pdf    

 

Elu J. and L. Loubert. 2013. “Earnings Inequality and the Intersectionality of Gender and 
Ethnicity In SubSaharan Africa: The Case of Tanzanian Manufacturing”. American Economic 

Review Papers and Proceedings 04/2013, 103(103):289-292. 

 

Fishbein, M. and I. Ajzen. 1975. “Belief, attitude, intention, and behavior: An introduction to 

theory and research”. Reading, MA: Addison-Wesley. 

 

Fosu, A. K. 2015. “Growth, Inequality and Poverty in Sub-Saharan Africa: Recent Progress in 

a Global Context”.  Oxford Development Studies 43(1):44-59. 

 

Gosavi, A. 2017. “Can mobile money help firms mitigate the problem of access to finance in 
Eastern sub-Saharan Africa”. Journal of African Business. DOI: 

10.1080/15228916.2017.1396791. 

 

Gu, J-C., Lee, S-C., and Y-H. Suh. 2009. “Determinants of behavioral intention to mobile 
banking”. Expert Systems with Applications 36(9):11605-11616.  

 

Hoffman, J. A., Cunningham, J. R., Suleh, A. J., Sundsmo, A., Dekker, D., Vago, F., and K. 

Munly. 2010.  “Mobile Direct Observation Treatment for Tuberculosis Patients A Technical 
Feasibility Pilot Using Mobile Phones in Nairobi, Kenya”.  American Journal of Preventive 

Medicine 39(1):78-80.   

http://www.accenture.com/SiteCollectionDocuments/PDF/PoV-Mobile-Banking-051611-EN.pdf
http://www.accenture.com/SiteCollectionDocuments/PDF/PoV-Mobile-Banking-051611-EN.pdf
http://www.fao.org/docrep/018/ar130e/ar130e.pdf


23 

 

 

Hubani, M., and M. Wiese. 2017. “A Cashless Society for All: Determining Consumers’ 
Readiness to Adopt Mobile Payment Services”. Journal of African Business, DOI: 

10.1080/15228916.2017.1396792. 

 

Ianchovichina, E. and S. L. Gable. 2012. “What is Inclusive Growth?”. in Commodity Prices 

and Inclusive Growth in Low-Income Countries, ed. by Rabah Arezki, Catherine Pattillo, 

Marc Quintyn, and Min Zhu, International Monetary Fund. 

 

IMF. 2007. “Globalization and Inequality”.  World Economic Outlook, Chapter 4, October, 

Washington DC. 

 

Issahaku, H.,  Abu, B. M. and  P. K. Nkegbe.  2017. “Does the Use of Mobile Phones by 
Smallholder Maize Farmers Affect Productivity in Ghana?” Journal of African Business DOI: 

10.1080/15228916.2017.1416215.  

 

Jonathan, D. and T. Camilo. 2008. “Mobile banking and economic development: Linking 
adoption, impact and use”. Asian Journal of Communication 18(4):318-322.  

 

Kazi, A. K. and M. A. Mannan. 2013. “Factors affecting adoption of mobile banking in 

Pakistan: Empirical Evidence”. Bukhari Institute of Technology, Karachi, Pakistan. Accessed 

26 March 2015. https://ideas.repec.org/a/rbs/ijbrss/v2y2013i3p54-61.html.  

 

Kelsey, D., & le Roux, S., (2017a), “Dragon Slaying with Ambiguity: Theory and 
Experiments”, Journal of Public Economic Theory, 19(1), pp. 178–197.  

 

Kelsey, D., & le Roux, S., (2017b). “Strategic Ambiguity and Decision-making An 

Experimental Study”, Theory and Decision. DOI: 10.1007/s11238-017-9618-8. 

 

Kirui, O. K., Okello, J. J., Nyikal, R. A. and G. W. Njiraini. 2013. “Impact of Mobile Phone-

Based Money Transfer Services in Agriculture: Evidence from Kenya”. Quaterly Journal of 

International Agriculture 52(2):141-162.  

 

Kliner, M., Knight, A., Mamvura, C., Wright, J. and J. Walley. 2013. “Using no-cost mobile 

phone reminders to improve attendance for HIV test results: a pilot study in rural Swaziland”. 
Infectious Diseases of poverty 2(12):1-7. 

 

Koenker, R. and Jr. G. Bassett. 1978. “Regression quantiles”. Econometrica 46(1):33-50. 

 

Koenker, R. and F. K. Hallock. 2001. “Quantile regression”. Journal of Economic 

Perspectives 15(4):143-156. 

 

Kuada, J. 2009. “Gender, social networks, and entrepreneurship in Ghana”. Journal of African 

Business 10 (1): 85-103. 

 

Kuada, J. 2014. “Cross- border interfirm knowledge generation and enterprise development in 

Africa”, in Nwankwo, S. and Ibeh, K. (Eds), The Routledge Companion to Business in Africa, 
Routledge, London and New York, pp. 352-370. 

 

https://ideas.repec.org/a/rbs/ijbrss/v2y2013i3p54-61.html


24 

 

Kuada, J. 2015. “Entrepreneurship in Africa – a classificatory framework and a research 

Agenda”. African Journal of Economic and Management Studies 6(2): 148-163. 

 

Levine, R. 2005. “Finance and Growth: Theory and Evidence”. Philippe Aghion & Steven 

Durlauf (eds.), Handbook of Economic Growth, Edition 1, Volume 1, chapter 12, pp. 865-934. 

 

Maurer, B. (2008, May). Retail electronic payments systems for value transfers in the 

developing world. Department of Anthropology, University of California.  

Medhi, I., Ratan, A., and K. Toyama. 2009. “Mobile-Banking Adoption and Usage by Low-

Literate, Low-Income Users in the Developing World”. Internationalization, Design and 

Global Development, Lecture Notes in Computer Science 5623, 2009:485-494.  

 

Minkoua Nzie, J. R., Bidogeza, J. C. and N. A. Ngum. (2017). “Mobile phone use, transaction 
costs, and price: Evidence from rural vegetable farmers in Cameroon”. Journal of African 

Business, DOI: 10.1080/15228916.2017.1405704. 

 

Mishra, V. and S. S. Bisht. 2013. “Mobile banking in a developing economy: A customer-
centric model for policy formulation”. Telecommunications Policy 37(s6-7):503-514. 

 

Mishra, S., Gable, S. L., and R., Anand. 2011. “Service Export Sophsitication and Economic 
Growth”. World Bank Policy Working Paper No. 5606, Washington.  

 

Mlachila, M., Tapsoba, R., and S. J. A. Tapsoba. 2017. “A Quality of Growth Index for 

Developing Countries: A Proposal”,  Social Indicators Research , 134( 2): pp 675–710. 

 

Mosheni-Cheraghlou, A. 2013. “Mobile Banking: Who is in the Driver’s Seat?”. Working for 
a World Free of Poverty. The World Bank. Accessed 19 March 2015. 

http://blogs.worldbank.org/allaboutfinance/mobile-banking-who-driver-s-seat   

Mpogole, H., Usanga, H., and M. Tedre. 2008. “Mobile phones and poverty alleviation: a 
survey study in rural Tanzania”. Proceedings of M4D 2008, Karlstad University, Sweden, pp. 
62-72.   

Muthinja, M. M. and C., Chipeta.  (2017). “What Drives Financial Innovations in Kenya’s 
Commercial Banks? An Empirical Study on Firm and Macro-Level Drivers of Branchless 

Banking”. Journal of African Business, DOI: 10.1080/15228916.2017.1405705. 

 

Muto, M., and T. Yamano. 2009. “The Impact of Mobile Phone Coverage Expansion on 
Market Participation: Panel Data Evidence from Uganda”. World Development 37(12):1887-

1896. 

Ojo, A., Janowski, T., and J. Awotwi. 2012. “Enabling development through governance and 
mobile technology”. Government Information Quarterly, 30 (2013): S32-S45.  

Okada, K., and S. Samreth. 2012. “The effect of foreign aid on corruption: A quantile  

regression approach”. Economic Letters 115(2):240-243.  

Ondiege, P. 2013. “Fostering financial inclusion with mobile banking”. African Development 

Bank. Accessed 03 February 2015. 

http://blogs.worldbank.org/allaboutfinance/mobile-banking-who-driver-s-seat


25 

 

http://www.proparco.fr/webdav/site/proparco/shared/PORTAILS/Secteur_prive_developpeme

nt/PDF/SPD16/SPD16_Peter_Ondiege_UK.pdf  

Ondiege, P. 2010. “Mobile Banking in Africa: Taking the Bank to the People”. Africa 

Economic Brief 1(8):1-16. 

Penard, T., Poussing, N., Yebe, G. Z., and P. N. Ella. 2012. “Comparing the Determinants of 

Internet and Cell Phone Use in Africa : Evidence from Gabon ”. Communications & 

Strategies 86(2):65-83.  

Perez,  F., Gonzalez, C. J., and X. Aaronson. 2011. “Village banking development model: 

FINCA Costa Rica”. Journal of Business Research 64 (2011):316-324. 

Qiang, C. Z., Kuek, S. C., Dymond, A., and S. Esselaar. 2011. “Mobile Applications for 
Agricultural and Rural Development”. ICT Sector Unit, World Bank. Accessed 17 March 

2015. 

http://siteresources.worldbank.org/INFORMATIONANDCOMMUNICATIONANDTECHN

OLOGIES/Resources/MobileApplications_for_ARD.pdf    

Ravallion, M., and  S. Chen. 2003. “Measuring Pro-Poor Growth”. Economics Letters 

78(1):93-99. 

 

Seneviratne, D., and Y. Sun. 2013. “Infrastructure and Income Distribution in ASEAN-5: 

What are the Links?”.  IMF Working Paper No. 13/41, Washington.   

 

Singh, A. B. 2012. “Mobile banking based money order for India Post: Feasible model and 
assessing demand potential”. Procedia - Social and Behavioral Sciences 37(2012):466-481. 

Tchamyou, V. S. 2017. “The Role of Knowledge Economy in African Business”. Journal of 

the Knowledge Economy 8(4): 1189–1228. 

Tchamyou, V. S. 2018. “Education, Lifelong learning, Inequality and Financial access: 
Evidence from African countries”. Contemporary Social Science. DOI: 

10.1080/21582041.2018.1433314. 

Tchamyou, V. S. and S. A. Asongu. 2017. Conditional Market Timing in the Mutual Fund 

Industry. Research in International Business and Finance 42 (December), 1355-1366. 

 

Tony, F. L., and D. S. Kwan. 2015. “African Entrepreneurs and International Coordination in 

Petty Businesses: The Case of Low-End Mobile Phones Sourcing in Hong Kong” Journal of 

African Business 15(1-2): 66-83. 

 

Warren, M. 2007. “The digital vicious cycle: links between social disadvantage and digital 

exclusion in rural areas”. Telecommunications Policy 31(6-7):374-388. 

West, D. M. 2013. “Improving Health Care through Mobile Medical Devices and Sensors”. 
Centre for Technology and Innovation at Brookings. Accessed 19 March 2015.   

http://www.brookings.edu/~/media/research/files/papers/2013/10/22%20mobile%20medical

%20devices%20west/west_mobile%20medical%20devices_v06    

 

Word Bank. 2015. “World Development Indicators”. World Bank Publications. Accessed 

25April 2015). 

http://siteresources.worldbank.org/INFORMATIONANDCOMMUNICATIONANDTECHNOLOGIES/Resources/MobileApplications_for_ARD.pdf
http://siteresources.worldbank.org/INFORMATIONANDCOMMUNICATIONANDTECHNOLOGIES/Resources/MobileApplications_for_ARD.pdf
http://www.brookings.edu/~/media/research/files/papers/2013/10/22%20mobile%20medical%20devices%20west/west_mobile%20medical%20devices_v06
http://www.brookings.edu/~/media/research/files/papers/2013/10/22%20mobile%20medical%20devices%20west/west_mobile%20medical%20devices_v06


26 

 

http://www.gopa.de/fr/news/world-bank-release-world-development-indicators-2015   

 

Yousafzai, S. Y., Foxall, G. R., and J. G. Pallister. 2010. “Explaining Internet Banking 
Behavior: Theory of Reasoned Action, Theory of Planned Behavior, or Technology 

Acceptance Model?”. Journal of Applied Social Psychology 2010, 40(5):1172-1202. 

 

Yousafzai, S., Foxall, G. R., and J. Pallister. 2007a. “Technology acceptance: A meta-analysis 

of the TAM. Part 1”. Journal of Modelling in Management  2(3):251-280. 

 

Yousafzai, S., Foxall, G. R., and J. Pallister. 2007b. “Technology acceptance: A meta-analysis 

of the TAM. Part 2”. Journal of Modelling in Management  2(3): 281-304. 

 

 

 

http://www.gopa.de/fr/news/world-bank-release-world-development-indicators-2015

