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Review Form 3

PART 1: Comments

Reviewer’'s comment 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 This manuscript is of significant importance to the scientific community as it addresses a rapidly evolving and highly
importance of this manuscript for the scientific | relevant topic— the integration of Artificial Intelligence (Al) in corporate finance, specifically for startups. The
community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may systematic review offers a comprehensive exploration of how Al can revolutionize financial strategies, decision-
be required for this part. making, and automation in early-stage companies, an area that has not been extensively studied in the existing
literature. By identifying key opportunities and challenges, this work provides valuable insights for researchers,
practitioners, and policymakers looking to understand the transformative potential of Al in financial management.
Moreover, it contributes to the growing body of knowledge on Al’'s role in enhancing financial forecasting, risk
management, and process efficiency, making it a critical resource for future research in both Al and finance fields.

Is the title of the article suitable? The title of the article, "Artificial Intelligence in Corporate Finance - Transforming Financial Strategies for
(If not please suggest an alternative title) Startups: A Systematic Review," is generally suitable as it clearly reflects the focus on Al's impact on corporate
finance with a specific emphasis on startups.
Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? | suggest the following revisions:
Do you suggest the addition (or deletion) of Clarification of Scope: While the abstract mentions "50 peer-reviewed articles," it could briefly clarify the criteria for
some points in this section? Please write your | article selection or provide a note on the diversity of sources (e.g., case studies, industry reports). This would give
suggestions here. readers insight into the breadth and reliability of the sources analyzed.

Highlighting Research Gaps: The abstract touches on research gaps, which is a crucial aspect, but it could be
more specific about the particular gaps identified (e.g., scalability of Al tools, ethical frameworks). This would offer a
clearer picture of the novel contributions of the study.

Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please | The scientific content is good

write here.
Are the references sufficient and recent? If you | The references in the manuscript appear to be comprehensive, drawing from key works in the field of Al
have suggestions of additional references, applications in corporate finance, particularly focusing on startups. But | suggest the references below too ;

please mention them in the review form.
Akintayo, T. A., Paul, C., Queenet, M. C., Nnadiekwe, O. A., Victoria, S. S., David, F. B., ... & Olayinka, U. W. (2024).
Transforming data analytics with Al for informed decision-making. International Journal of Education, Management,
and Technology, 2(3).

Akintayo, T. A., Olusola, R. A., Enabulele, E. C., Oyesanya, A., Olanrewaju, S. A., Celestina, M. O., ... & Adediran,
A. S. (2024). 10T Revolutionized: How Machine Learning is Transforming Data, Applications, and Industries. Path of
Science, 10(6), 8001-8007.

Is the language/English quality of the article The language and English quality of the article are generally suitable for scholarly communication. The manuscript is
suitable for scholarly communications? well-structured, clear, and coherent, making it relatively easy to follow.
Optional/General comments No competing interest issues
PART 2:
Reviewer’s comment IAuthor’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)

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

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?

Reviewer Details:

Name: Taiwo Abdulahi Akintayo

Department, University & Country National Centre for Artificial Intelligence and Robotics, Nigeria

Created by: DR Checked by: PM Approved by: MBM Version: 3 (07-07-2024)



