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	Reviewer’s comment
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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.


	The paper is has brought out clearly the various factors and inter-relationships between policy support, entity ability to adapt, and technology. The themes and fusion cube has been well depicted, integrated and concluded. Additionally the fusion matrix construction has been a novel feature adopted  and captured the different aspects.  The directions for future research has also been well depicted. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title of the article is suitable and is in order.
	

	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 . however element of Covid-19 and technology jump to digital mode for transactions post De-monetisation should have been referred to. The key jump in the Indian MSME context was i) Demonetision of Dec 2016, and ii) Covid -19. Also adoption by MSMEs post Covid -19 has been quite significant though not to a major extent .
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The methodology adopted is qualitative based research is that of Thematic–Chronological Fusion Matrix  as proposed in this paper – is not being found as used as accepted research tool. So this needs further validation . It thus represents an adhoc approach , nevertheless the resilience  Cube is a recognized tool used in resilence engineering and critical infrastructure protection , disaster management , and not much in this area . Nevertheless the  attempt to introduce a Resilence Cube oriented approach was good step in the right direction showing the innovative approach to adopt and try out new tools. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are adequate and PRISMA method well followed. 
	

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


	English language used is appropriate and valid 
	

	Optional/General comments


	1. The author can  check out if there are adequate research papers which have used similar approaches as thematic -Chronological fusion matrix and Resilence Cube approach – He can cite a few research papers that used this approach and can then adopt the same as then it becomes tested and accepted across the  domain.
2. It would have been more better if the author had decomposed the first part into theme  based and another to depict the chronology aspect separately , and then merged both in final validation . 
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