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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 makes a valuable contribution by examining the role of psychological capital on innovative behavior in the fintech lending sector. The study employs robust statistical analysis (PLS-SEM), which strengthens the reliability and validity of its findings. Incorporating financial literacy as a moderating variable adds an important behavioral perspective, extending current knowledge on employee innovation in digital financial services. The findings are highly relevant for researchers, HR practitioners, and policymakers seeking to enhance organizational performance and employee creativity in fintech environments.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is appropriate and clearly reflects the main variables and the context of the study. However, a slightly more precise alternative could be: “Financial Literacy as a Moderator Between Psychological Capital and Innovative Behavior of Fintech Lending Employees in Bandung”.
	

	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 comprehensive, including objectives, methodology, main results, and conclusions. Minor improvements could include: (1) making it more concise, (2) briefly highlighting the study’s contribution to literature, and (3) emphasizing the practical implications for fintech HR management.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound. The theoretical framework is well-developed, the methodology is appropriate, and the analysis is rigorous. The use of validated instruments and PLS-SEM analysis supports the study’s reliability. Interpretation of findings aligns with theory and empirical evidence. Minor improvements could include expanding discussions of limitations and practical recommendations.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are generally sufficient and relevant, including recent studies. However, additional recent references from 2023–2024, particularly on fintech innovation and psychological capital, could further strengthen the literature review.
	

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


	The language is clear, professional, and generally suitable for academic publication. Minor editorial improvements are recommended for improved readability, consistency, and academic tone.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript addresses a timely and relevant topic, with robust methodology and clear findings. Minor improvements in abstract clarity, discussion of limitations, and literature integration will enhance the manuscript’s quality.

The manuscript presents a timely and relevant study on the role of psychological capital and financial literacy in enhancing innovative behavior among fintech lending employees. The methodology is appropriate, and the analysis is rigorous. Minor revisions are suggested to improve abstract clarity, expand discussion of limitations, and include a few additional recent references (2023–2024). Language and formatting are generally acceptable but require minor polishing for consistency.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)

No significant ethical issues were identified in this manuscript. The study clearly states that informed consent was obtained from all participants, confidentiality was maintained, and ethical approval was obtained from the institutional ethics committee. These steps align with standard research ethics guidelines for studies involving human participants.
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