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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 contributes significantly to the scientific community by providing empirical evidence on the interplay between government policy and digital financial literacy in promoting digital financial inclusion among Generation Z MSMEs in East Java. By applying advanced PLS-SEM techniques, the study not only validates theoretical frameworks such as Human Capital Theory and Public Policy Theory but also quantifies the relative influence of literacy and policy interventions. The findings offer practical insights for policymakers, educators, and financial institutions to design targeted strategies that enhance financial inclusion, reduce economic disparities, and strengthen the digital economy. Moreover, this research addresses a critical knowledge gap regarding how young entrepreneurs navigate digital financial services, offering a foundation for future studies in digital finance, behavioral economics, and entrepreneurship.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title is clear and informative but slightly long and technical. A more concise alternative could be: “Government Policy and Digital Financial Literacy as Drivers of Digital Financial Inclusion: Evidence from Gen Z MSMEs in East Java.”
	

	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 generally comprehensive but can be improved by removing detailed statistics and some methodological minutiae, and instead clearly highlighting key significant relationships and their strength. Add one short sentence on the research gap/contribution and one on concrete policy/practical implications for Gen Z MSMEs and regulators.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound in terms of theoretical grounding, construct operationalization, sampling, and use of PLS-SEM, and the main statistical procedures (reliability, validity, collinearity, effect sizes, R², Q², bootstrapping) are correctly applied and reported. Minor issues remain at the level of consistency and nuance (for example, interpreting an Adjusted R² of 0.246 as “greatly contributes,” duplications in the results narrative, and some wording/formatting), but these are refinements rather than fundamental scientific problems.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are sufficient (15 total) and recent (mostly 2019–2024), covering Indonesian policies and MSME literacy basics. However, add Gen Z-specific and post-2023 QRIS/P2SK studies for depth. Suggested: Al-shami et al. (2024, Heliyon) on digital literacy in Indonesian SMEs; Nainggolan (2025, SDGs Review) on MSME literacy programs; Dewi (2025, IJoASER) on Gen Z financial behaviors
	

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


	The English is functional and understandable but not fully suitable for scholarly publication due to non-native phrasing, grammatical inconsistencies (e.g., "bye Dye (2017)" instead of "by Dye (2017)", "hidden variables" for latent variables), awkward constructions (e.g., "Table 3 presents examination of Government Policy shows"), and run-on sentences. Repetition and informal metaphors (e.g., policy as "the highway") detract from academic tone. Professional editing is recommended for precision, conciseness, and idiomatic flow before submission.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Solid empirical work with proper PLS-SEM application and relevant Indonesian MSME context. Needs language polishing (awkward phrasing, grammatical errors), reference enhancements (Gen Z-specific studies), and theory elaboration. Add limitations section and streamline redundant results reporting. Recommend revision and resubmission after professional editing.
The manuscript has strong empirical foundation (proper PLS-SEM, valid sample, relevant context) but requires language polishing, reference enhancements.
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