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	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.


	The article is a very good effort to check what has been done up till now in the domain of loan performance as most of the economies in the world are now leverage economies. The loan performance is very important so with help of this article we can have knowledge about what to do next or what are the gaps to fill in future.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
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	The author has only investigated loan performance so the title is suitable but I suggest to add sustainability as a second variable to study if possible.
	

	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 up to the mark.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The article scientifically correct but another variable could be added in the study to make it more useful and also I suggest to add a PRISMA flow diagram as we normally do in systematic literature reviews.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are not sufficient and more should be added. I would suggest to add a chapter of literature review as well that’s not present in the article.
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	The language proficiency is good. 
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