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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 role of the community banks is appreciable in meeting the needs of local residents and commercial community. It is difficult to understand the requirements of local community by the non-community bankers. Especially in the rural and semi-urban areas, the presence of these banks is inevitable. Most of the community development banks are lagging behind in coping up with the improving technology and adaptation pace, it is necessary to update with the contemporary technological tools in its operations to fulfil the needs of the customers and industrial norms. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Adoption of futuristic strategies by the community banks to combat the competitive challenges in the USA. 
	

	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.


	Data collection methods, sampling population and techniques are missing in the abstract 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	From case study perception, the depth analytical discussion was required. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The author has attached sufficient references in the article.
	

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


	Some negligible grammatical errors are present. 
	

	Optional/General comments


	The author would have added the following inputs -

1. Data collection methodology. 

2. List of community banks considered for study purpose.

3. Recommendations for further studies are missing. 
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