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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 (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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 is relevant to the scientific community as it provides an updated systematic review of the impact of digitalization on SME performance. Its findings help identify the most common benefits and challenges associated with technological adoption in this sector. Furthermore, it offers useful evidence to guide future research and support the development of policies that strengthen digital transformation in small and medium enterprises.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	Yes, the title is clear and accurately reflects the main idea and scope of the study.
	

	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 clear and effectively presents the purpose of the study, the methodology used, and the main findings. It coherently describes how digitalization influences SME performance and accurately summarizes the key benefits and challenges identified in the systematic review.

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	The manuscript is scientifically sound, as it uses reliable information and an appropriate methodological approach to analyze the relationship between digitalization and SME performance. The results are well supported by the evidence collected.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	The references are sufficient and cover relevant and recent literature on digitalization and SME performance. They include updated studies that strengthen the conceptual framework. The bibliographic foundation is appropriate.
	

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

	

Yes, the English is clear, professional, and suitable for scholarly communication.



	

	Optional/General comments

	The manuscript is relevant and well-structured. As a methodological improvement, it would be useful to provide more detail on the search strategy used, including keywords and Boolean operators, and to add a table summarizing the 20 selected studies (author, year, country, methodology, and main findings), as this is a standard element in systematic reviews.



	















	PART  2: 


	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with the 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? 

	No ethical issues found.
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