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	PART  1: Comments



	
	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.
	The topic covered in this manuscript is highly relevant and important, especially in today’s world where AI is being used in critical areas like credit scoring. The authors propose a combination of Convolutional Neural Networks (CNN) with SMOTE to tackle the issues of data imbalance and algorithmic bias. I believe this study brings valuable insights and offers a promising method that balances both accuracy and fairness in predictive models
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title clearly conveys what the paper is about.
	

	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 provides a good summary of the work. It covers the problem, the proposed solution, and the results. However, it could be even better if it briefly mentioned the fairness metrics used.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	This paper presents a practical and thoughtful solution to a real-world problem that has both technical and ethical dimensions. It not only focuses on performance improvement but also pays attention to fairness, which is often overlooked. The proposed framework, if validated further, could be useful in other domains facing similar challenges.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references are appropriate and include recent works. They support the research well.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	Yes, the language is understandable and scholarly. There are a few minor grammatical and stylistic issues, but nothing major.
	

	Optional/General comments


	· The abstract and introduction sections repeat similar ideas. Consider making them more concise.

· A figure explaining the CNN-SMOTE pipeline visually would help readers.

· Including a short section on limitations would add balance to the discussion.
The manuscript is clear, technically sound, and addresses an important issue. I recommend minor revisions to improve clarity, reduce repetition, and perhaps add a brief discussion on limitations.
	


	PART  2: 



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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