Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	Asian Journal of Economics, Business and Accounting

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_AJEBA_148539

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	Reinventing Finance: A Systematic Literature Review on FinTech Innovations and Institutional Disruption

	Type of the Article
	


	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	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.


	Total manuscript is comprehensive and well-articulated. However, A little more clarity could make it better. Overall manuscript is scientifically sound with methodological review which quite clearly defines the inclusion criteria and result following the PRISMA 2020. Protocol is clear and. Inclusion and exclusion criteria commensurate with the PRISMA 2020 method and process. Flow diagram is brief and easy to understand. Gives a preview and transparency status of the review process.

Data source and extraction is short and crisp. Summery of data extraction is clear and in details. Results and discussions are presented in a structured manner, directly focusing on the key findings.

Recommendations are logical and connected.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Title of the article is suitable as it fully reflects the theme and focus on the Fintech innovation and institutional disruption through a progressive and systematic literature review.
	

	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.


	Abstract is comprehensive but direct to the intended point. However, it could be crisper and more concise. Key-words could be more direct which could be beneficial for the future researchers.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Scientifically manuscript is correct and clear. Methodologically proven. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes. References are recent (within 2017 to 2025). Diverse references were considered from reputed journals. Except the following reference all other references are recent:
a. Guild, J. (2017). Fintech and the future of finance. Asian Journal of Public Affairs, 10(1), e4. 
	

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


	Yes. 
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	Full manuscript is time worthy and helpful for the researchers. Can be considered with minor correction.
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