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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 topic is important, especially in developing countries, the study shows how social media can improve the performance of SMEs in Malang, Indonesia.  The study helps researchers understand how different types of social media use such as marketing, relationship building, information search, cost effectiveness, and compatibility, effects the performance of SMEs
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is suitable
	

	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 sound and covers important information such as aim, method, results, and conclusion. 


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the study follows scientific procedures in general, it uses Resource-Based View as a theoretical framework, SEM and two-stage approach for higher-order constructs.  Also, the results support the main conclusion that social media helps SMEs improve both financial and non-financial performance. 
However, there are some limitations: I found the discussion on the literature review in not very synchronized. It feels sections are disconnected, uneven, and does not build a smooth logical flow. 

The independent variables (dimensions) are not introduced in a neat and unified way. The dependent variable is not defined clearly. The details appear only in the appendix and should have clearly included in the main text.

Some hypothesis out of place, for example, a hypothesis (H1 about dividend payout ratio) appears under “SME Performance”.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references are adequate.
However, there are some out of place citation, e.g. Hu et al., 2022-the discussion on digital finance does not fit social media usage directly.
	

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


	The English is understandable but needs editing. There are grammar and spelling mistakes. Proofreading is required to improve clarity and academic tone of the study.
	

	Optional/General comments


	A potentially valuable paper, but major revisions are needed in terms of writing quality, logical flow and clarity
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