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	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.


	This manuscript provides novel empirical evidence on how psychological capital and financial literacy jointly influence innovative behavior in the fintech lending sector. By focusing on employees in Bandung, Indonesia, it addresses a critical gap in understanding human resource dynamics within rapidly evolving digital finance industries. The findings offer actionable insights for scholars, practitioners, and policy makers seeking to balance psychological empowerment and technical competence to foster sustainable innovation.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title of the manuscript consists of 3 key constructs + clear context (specified location + fintech sector). The title is really suitable to the manuscript. 

Improved: However, it is a bit long. It would be suggested to shorten it to only 3 sentences, it is a good attraction but keeps 3 key constructs + context as the way it is. 
	

	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 includes all key points to be summarized: (1) Why was the study done? = Aim/Purpose of the manuscript, (2) How was it done? = Method to summarize the study design including participants/sample size, data collection tools, and analysis techniques, (3) What was found? = Results from the most important findings. It is really comprehensive.

Improved: Too much statistical detail is included in the abstract; most readers prefer summary-level findings.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	This manuscript sounds aspects scientifically because it contains clear research aim, appropriate methodology including Reliability and Validity checks, and statistical reporting (Path coefficients, p-values, and R2 values)
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The manuscript cites foundational works on psychological capital, financial literacy, and innovative behavior that are classic and widely recognized sources including recent Indonesian and fintech related studies for 2024 data.

Improved: The manuscript is recommended to use in-text citation and references from the last 5 years (e.g. 2019 – 2024 excluded a current year) because this manuscript consists of older than 10 years. 
	

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


	
	

	Optional/General comments


	Overall, the manuscript is scientifically sound and makes a meaningful contribution, but minor refinements in Abstract length, title clarity, reference updates, and discussion depth would enhance its suitability for publication.
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