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PART 1 (Importance of the manuscript) 

	
	Comments of the Reviewers
	Author’s Feedback 


	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 for understanding how Indonesian banks can leverage digital transformation to improve their performance. It also explores how Fintech and operational efficiency interact with fixed assets (physical infrastructure to optimise profitability amidst rapid digital shifts, addressing important research gaps.
	



PART 2.1 (Objective Evaluation)

	
	Rating of the Reviewers
	Author’s Feedback 

	1. Is the title clear and appropriate for the study? 
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	3 = Satisfactory, Title seems to be too big (21 words)
	

	2. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? 
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	3 = Satisfactory, Limitation of the study is missing
	

	3. Are the keywords appropriate and useful?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	Yes, 4 = Good, Keywords are appropriate and useful
	

	4. Is the background information of the paper sufficient and well organized?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	Yes.4 = Good
	

	5. Are the research objectives/hypotheses clearly stated?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	Yes.4 = Good
	

	6. Is the literature review relevant and up to date?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	Yes,4 = Good, Literature review covers up to 2024 as per the citation/references
	

	7. Is the research methodology appropriate for the study?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	Yes 4 = Good, in order to improve the quality of the article, regression model may be explained with functional model with notations for easy understanding of the reader and to bring scholarly writing in the article.
	

	8. Were ethical issues properly addressed (if applicable)?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	Not Applicable, 4 = Good
	

	9. Are the results presented clearly? 
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	3 = Satisfactory, the quality of presentation may be improved by inserting appropriate tables. Tables are to be numbered serially with proper title. In the text, results to be explained referring table no. 
	

	10. Are tables and figures clear, relevant, and necessary?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	1 = Poor, there are no tables and figures. It is suggested to include relevant tables and figures.
	

	11. Does the discussion relate findings to existing literature?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	4 = Good, Author has discussed the findings with the support/citation of existing literature.
	

	12. Are the conclusions supported by the data?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	Yes, 4 = Good
	

	13. Are the limitations of the study discussed?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	4 = Good, Though the limitations of the study are not discussed, the future scope for research discussed.
	

	14. Are the references relevant and sufficient (in number)?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor 
N/A = Not Applicable
	2 = Needs Improvement 1)The following literature cited but not listed under reference: Saputra et al., 2023, Sharing Vision (2024), Lestari et al., 2021, Moridu, 2020, Paparan Laporan Keuangan, 2023, Xie & Wang (2023), Zhao et al. (2022), Rahayu and Lestari (2022), Phan et al., 2019), Ghozali, 2013, Sugiyono, 2009, Pranata and Dewi (2023), Marlizar et al. (2023), Tanjung and Aulia (2022), Khairaningrum and Husaen (2022), Manalu (2022), Saputra et al. (2023), Risman & Widyatmoko (2024). All the cited literature are to be listed under References in APA style with full details. In few references, page no missing, Wherever DOI is available, please include in the reference. You have cited Ghozali(2013) in reference, you have mentioned Ghozali, I. (2020). 25 Grand Theory. Yoga Pratama for which there is no citation. There are many references for which there no corresponding citations, please check is there any missing citations and correct the same.
	

	15. Is the manuscript written in clear and understandable language?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor 
N/A = Not Applicable
	3 = Satisfactory; The English language of the paper needs improvement. Before publication language editing may be done.
	



PART 2.2 (Subjective Evaluation)

	
	Reviewer’s comment

	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)


	Is the title of the article suitable?

If your answer is NO, please provide a brief, clear suggestion for improvement.
	Title with 21 words seems to be too big. Hence suggested title “Impact of Fintech and Operational Efficiency on Financial Performance with Fixed Assets as a Moderating Variable in Banks
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? 

If your answer is NO, please provide a brief, clear suggestion for improvement.
	NO, please include limitation of the study in a sentence at the end of the abstract
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically correct? 

If your answer is NO, please provide a brief, clear suggestion for improvement.
	Yes, however needs improvement 1) In methodology, the regression model may be explained with functional form with notations for easy understanding of the reader. This is to bring scholarly writing in the article. 2) The quality of presentation of results may be improved by inserting appropriate tables. Tables are to be numbered serially with proper title. In the text, results to be explained referring table no. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? 
(YES or NO)

If your answer is NO, please provide clear suggestion for improvement.
	Yes,4 = Good, Literature review covers upto 2024 as per the citation/references. As the paper will be published in 2026, if any latest papers pertaining 2025 & 2026 may be included
Burhanuddin, & Amin, Andi & Arif, Hery. (2025). Fintech and Operational Efficiency: Empirical Evidence from Indonesia’s Banking Sector. Journal of Studies in Academic, Humanities, Research, and Innovation. 2. 708-718. 10.71305/sahri.v2i2.904.
Resyi Minora & Erni Masdupi(2025) The Effect of Financial Performance on Company Value with Financial Technology as a Moderating Variable in Banking Companies Listed on the Indonesia Stock Exchange, Injurity: Interdisciplinary Journal and Humanity, 4(12), 960-974 etc.
	

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?
(YES or NO)

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

	No ethical issues in the manuscript come to my notice.
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