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	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 addresses a highly relevant issue for the financial and academic community. It contributes to the growing body of knowledge on how AI can bridge financial literacy gaps and improve repayment behavior, thereby reducing systemic risks in the banking sector. The paper’s integration of technology with socio-economic concerns makes it valuable for policymakers, educators, and financial institutions alike. Additionally, it provides a framework for scalable and innovative financial literacy programs, which is crucial for emerging economies facing high NPA levels.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title “Leveraging AI in Finance as a Catalyst for Improving Financial Literacy and Reducing NPAs” is clear and reflective of the manuscript.
	

	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.


	1. Consider shortening some sentences for conciseness.

2. Add a clear statement of originality/contribution (e.g., “This study uniquely links AI-driven financial literacy tools with systemic reduction of NPAs.”).

3. Mention future research scope briefly in the abstract itself.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound. It draws upon relevant literature, presents a clear research design, and includes practical case studies. The arguments are logically developed and align well with the stated objectives. However, the methodology is descriptive and secondary-data-based, so the contribution is more conceptual and literature-driven than empirical. The authors may consider clarifying this limitation.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient and include recent works (2020–2025), covering global and Indian contexts
Suggest adding 1–2 recent systematic reviews or meta-analyses on AI in financial services to broaden the scholarly scope.
	

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


	The English is clear, coherent, and appropriate for scholarly communication. A few areas could be slightly polished for conciseness and readability, but overall, the language quality is good.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	No ethical violations are present in the manuscript.
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