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	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 paper provides a timely and comprehensive overview of how fintech lending is changing access to credit for MSMEs, a crucial sector for global economic growth. It effectively synthesizes previous material to highlight the influence of digital lending on MSME performance and broader economic consequences, revealing important insights into the mechanisms by which fintech promotes financial inclusion and entrepreneurial activity. Furthermore, by identifying crucial determinants for sustainability and scalability, the study has practical implications for policymakers, financial institutions, and MSMEs, adding considerably to the ongoing discussion about economic development in the digital age.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	"FINTECH LENDING AND MSME: A PATHWAY TO ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT" is a good title right
now. It is easy to comprehend and effectively conveys the main ideas of the paper: The function of fintech financing, its relationship to MSMEs, and its role in promoting economic growth.
	

	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 article's abstract gives a solid summary of the main conclusions, methods, goal, and consequences of the review. The search technique, data extraction, and thematic analysis approach are among the key components of the study that are briefly summarized.

Digital lending platforms, according to the abstract, "do a great job in overcoming some of the existing barriers to access to MSME finance by using alternative information for credit assessment." Although it is obvious, giving readers who are not familiar with fintech credit

evaluation a very brief sample of what this "alternative information" comprises (for example, "such as transaction histories or mobile data") could make it even more vivid and instantly understandable.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	While the manuscript cites numerous sources published in recent years relevant to its examination of innovations in financial technology, some classic works and non-academic materials could offer further insight. Rogers' seminal work on the diffusion of innovations sets an important theoretical foundation, as does Christensen's research on disruptive

technologies. A discussion of case studies and industry reports alongside rigorous analyses in peer-reviewed journals could enhance understanding of how FinTech concepts take root and evolve within real-world markets. Both longstanding frameworks and contemporary case examples are needed to fully map the complex landscape of emergence and adoption shaping this rapidly changing domain. Overall, the literature review presents a solid overview of current thinking, but expanding consideration of formative contributions and practical applications could strengthen appreciation of the field's development over time.
	

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


	Indeed, the abstract and excerpts from this manuscript demonstrate fitting language and English proficiency for scholarly exchanges. The ideas expressed are straightforward and eloquent, conveying complex notions accessibly without needless specialized parlance. A formal, objective tone befitting academic dialogues is
maintained throughout. No obvious grammatical faults, misspellings, or clumsy phrasings detract from its scholarly presentation. Moreover, the terms used correspond well with financial, technological, and development economics literature. In closing, this manuscript seems aptly prepared for the intended readership and discussion.
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