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INTRODUCTION

The banking sector has witnessed a radical shift with the advent of Financial Technology (Fintech), especially in lending.
Fintech lending has brought technology-backed solutions that have transformed traditional borrowing and lending models.
Online lending platforms, peer-to-peer (P2P) lending, artificial intelligence (Al)-driven credit scoring, and blockchain-
based loan processing have made credit more available, efficient, and inclusive. These innovations are especially helpful
for small businesses and individuals who tend to find it difficult to get loans from traditional banks because of stringent
credit screening tests, high documentation, and long approval periods. Financial institutions and banks have traditionally
used conventional credit scoring models, which are based on factors such as credit history, stability of income, and
availability of collateral. This has restricted access for low-credit-history or no-credit-history borrowers or borrowers with
non-traditional income sources. Fintech companies have shaken this paradigm by utilizing big data analytics, machine
learning, and alternative credit scoring methods. In contrast to focusing only on conventional financial statements, these
sites evaluate varied data points like payment history, utility bills, online shopping activity, and even social media habits
to determine the creditworthiness of a borrower. Such a paradigm has expanded credit availability, enabling a greater
portion of people to avail loans that were hitherto beyond their reach. With the growing use of digital banking and mobile
financial services, Fintech lending platforms have become popular because they are convenient, transparent, and fast. In
contrast to traditional banks, where loan applications mean physical visits, paperwork, and lengthy processing, Fintech
platforms enable borrowers to apply online, receive instant approval, and receive money within minutes. This speed has
transformed consumer expectations in the lending business. Still, with these advancements came new issues with the rise
of Fintech lending. Regulatory compliance, data privacy, cybersecurity threats, and financial stability have emerged as
priority topics between policymakers and financial institutions. Besides, with increased research on Fintech, a vital gap
in research is still critical. While most research tends to concentrate either on conventional banking or Fintech lending,
there is no extensive comparative analysis of their efficiency, speed of approval, cost-effectiveness, and borrower
accessibility. Recognizing the distinctions will provide insight in gauging Fintech's long-term contribution to the financial
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ecosystem as well as how it may potentially reinforce or even replace established models of lending. In reorganizing
lending culture, Fintech's virtues as well as detriments have to be gauged and assessed carefully for its assurance as a path
of sustainable economic expansion. This research paper will fill the current research gap by performing a comparative
study between Fintech and conventional lending models based on secondary data sources, financial statements, and
industry research. The research will analyze the efficiency, accessibility, and risk involved in both lending processes and
give insights into the future direction of financial lending in the digital age.

RESEARCH METHODOLOGY

This section presents the methodology adopted in researching the effects of Fintech on conventional lending procedures.
It contains the study scope, research issue, goals, information sources, and research plan to adopt a systematic and
organized inquiry.

Scope of the Study

The study involves examining how Fintech has revolutionized lending processes by increasing accessibility for loans,
decreasing the time taken for approval, and applying different credit rating measures. The study encompasses:

o Comparative Analysis — Looking at the distinction between conventional banking and Fintech-driven
lending models regarding loan disbursement, customer segments, and credit assessment.

o Fintech's Role in Financial Inclusion — Understanding how Fintech lending platforms enable individuals
and businesses with poor or no credit history to access loans.

o Alternative Credit Scoring — Assessing the application of big data, Al, and machine learning to credit
scoring in place of conventional financial history.

o Industry-Wide Impact — Examining how Fintech adoption has impacted the financial industry, including
banks, regulators, and consumers.

The research only covers secondary sources of data and does not contain primary surveys or interviews.

Research Problem

Conventional lending frameworks have been the pillars of the financial ecosystem for a long time, but they are not without
their pitfalls, including cumbersome approval times, stringent eligibility checks, and exclusivity for people with good
credit scores. In the wake of Fintech innovations, online lending platforms have provided quicker and more
accommodating lending options.

Questions still linger:

o How much has Fintech enhanced loan accessibility and speed of processing relative to conventional
banks?

o How are Fintech alternative credit scoring procedures affecting borrower eligibility and risk assessment?
o What are the benefits and pitfalls of Fintech lending to borrowers and financial institutions?

o Through answering these questions, the research is hopeful to give a clear picture of how Fintech is

changing the future of lending.
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Research Objectives

This research is intended to meet the below objectives:

o To realize how Fintech has revolutionized the loan process — Analysing how online platforms simplify
and accelerate borrowing.

o To contrast traditional and Fintech lending — Exploring variations in loan processing time, interest
charges, and reach.

o To investigate how Fintech determines who receives a loan — How alternative data is used for credit
scoring.

Data Source
The study relies solely on secondary data sources, such as:

o Existing Research Papers & Journal Articles — Research studies from Google Scholar, ResearchGate,
SSRN, and academic databases.

o Financial Reports & Market Analysis — Reports from organizations such as McKinsey, PwC, World Bank,
IMF, and RBI that present the effect of Fintech.

o Industry Case Studies — Practical examples from Fintech firms like Lending Club, Paytm, Cred, Upstart,
and SoF1i, and banks embracing Fintech solutions.

o Government and Regulatory Reports — Reports from central banks, financial regulators, and policy
research organizations on the regulatory environment of Fintech.

o News Articles & Blogs — Analysis from well-known financial news websites like Bloomberg, Forbes, and
Business Insider to grasp recent trends.

The information will be processed to make relevant inferences regarding how Fintech has transformed  lending.

REVIEW OF LITERATURE

Transforming Traditional Banking: Strategies, Challenges, and the Impact of Fintech Innovations

The article "Transforming Traditional Banking: Strategies, Challenges, and the Impact of Fintech Innovations" explores
the digital transformation of traditional banks in response to rising fintech startups' domination. It stresses the integration
of innovative technologies such as artificial intelligence (Al), blockchain, and mobile banking to be more productive,
provide better customer experience, and surmount regulatory challenges (Alt & Puschmann, 2012). Conventional banks
are plagued with serious challenges, including aging infrastructure, stringent regulatory standards, and intense competition
from fintech firms offering more responsive and customercentric services (Vasiljeva & Lukanova, 2016). The review of
literature discusses strategic actions, such as partnership between banks and fintech firms, internal creation of digital
products, investment in omnichannel banking, and implementation of data-driven personalized banking services
(Romanova & Kudinska, 2017). However, there is a void in research regarding how traditional banks can enhance their
efficacy by embracing fintech-driven innovations to effectively compete while maintaining financial stability. There have
been some other research works on fintech disruption and digital banking business models (King, 2010; Skinner, 2014),
and further work should be conducted to determine the relative efficiency of fintech-based lending versus traditional banks
across speed of approval, cost, and access to borrowers. This study attempts to address this gap by exploring digital
transformation strategies and implications for banking institutions.
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The Impacts of Fintech on Small Business Borrowing

The research "The Impacts of Fintech on Small Business Borrowing" by Palladino (2020) analyses the impact of fintech
lending on small businesses, a segment that accounts for 99% of all US businesses. In contrast to earlier research with its
focus on consumer and mortgage credit (Morse, 2015; Mills, 2017), this article discusses the cost factors and gaps in
regulation in fintech small business lending. The research discovers that fintech small business loans are substantially
pricier than consumer loans from the same institutions and traditional bank loans, with interest rates 2.91 percentage points
higher than consumer credit and 4 to 7 percentage points higher than SBA-backed loans (Jagtiani & Lemieux, 2018).
Using logistic and linear regression analyses with Lending Club and SBA loan datasets, Palladino proves that there is no
single regulation applied in lending to small firms relative to federal consumer protection regulations under personal credit
(Buchak et al., 2018; Clarke, 2019). The present study identifies evidence of predatory lending through the transparent
fintech loan contracts motivated by financial illiteracy of entrepreneurs (Schweitzer & Barkley, 2017). Whereas previous
studies have noted the increasing influence of fintech (Dore & Mach, 2019; Havrylchyk & Verdier, 2019), Palladino adds
by quantitatively measuring cost differences and regulation gaps imposed on small business lenders. The conclusions
confirm the imperative for consistent guidelines to close the gap between consumer and small business credit and stabilize
risks of high-cost credit (US GAO, 2018; Weaver, 2016).

Implications of Fintech Developments for Traditional Banks

The research of Chen (2020) investigates the effect of FinTech, in the form of Internet-only banking, on Chinese
conventional banks based on sample data from 20 banks between two time spans: prior (2009-2014) and subsequent
(2015-2018) to the presence of Internet-only banks. The paper closes a knowledge gap through empirically examining
how the banks are impacting traditional institutions, which remains relatively underexamined relative to the examination
in the case of foreign bank penetration and efficiency about public vs. private banks (Ahn & Lee, 2019; Boubakri et al.,
2017). The study with DEA and regression analysis detects Internet-only banking having triggered the efficiency to
increase on the aggregate as well as income sources' diversification, most importantly the diversification of noninterest
incomes, against narrow spreads in interests (Cook et al., 2010; DeYoung, 2005). Further, it brings forward that despite
increasing per employee operating income, there is a downturn in profit levels indicating escalating rates for experienced
workforce (Detragiache et al., 2008; Edirisuriya et al., 2015). The evidence implies that conventional banks have to
retrench and build competitiveness to evolve to digital transformation, which confirms earlier studies pointing to
technology's influence in maximizing performance and minimizing operating risks (Fries & Taci, 2005; Fukuyama &
Matousek, 2011, 2017). The study further upholds the premise that noninterest income greatly affects bank performance,
supporting earlier findings by Hayden et al. (2007) and Holod & Lewis (2011). Like Japparova & Rupeika-Apoga (2017),
who investigated digital banking innovations, the study here emphasizes how Internet banks lead to efficiency gains in
conventional banking institutions. Other works that have been cited offer evidence to support banking performance
measures, financial reforms, and competition processes, such as Malhotra & Singh (2009), Sturm & Williams (2004), and
Yildirim (2002). Finally, the research finds that FinTech advancements have changed banking operations at their core,
calling for strategic realignments in employee management, earnings generation, and risk management strategies (Yang
& Liu, 2012; Zhao et al., 2010).

FINTECH LENDING

Berg, Fuster, and Puri (2021) provide a comprehensive review of FinTech lending, emphasizing its role in enhancing
lender-borrower interactions and improving borrower screening and monitoring. While FinTech lending has grown
rapidly, its overall market share remains small, driven more by convenience and efficiency than superior screening
processes (Buchak et al., 2018; Jagtiani & Lemieux, 2018). The study identifies key research gaps, including limited
evidence on the impact of alternative data in expanding credit access (Havrylchyk & Verdier, 2019), the role of privacy
preferences in credit allocation (Clarke, 2019), and the need for crosscountry studies to understand FinTech penetration
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(Morse, 2015). Additionally, concerns about the effects of instant lending options, such as BNPL, on consumer
overborrowing remain underexplored (Dore & Mach, 2019), as does the cyclicality of FinTech loan supply during
economic downturns (Mills, 2017; Weaver, 2016). The authors highlight the dual nature of FinTech lending—offering
efficiency gains while posing risks related to credit assessment and financial stability (Schweitzer & Barkley, 2017). They
call for continued research on its long-term effects on capital allocation, regulatory frameworks, and macroeconomic
stability (Altman et al., 2017; DeYoung, 2005).

Analysis of the Impact of Fintech Firms’ Lending on the Expansion of Service Base Companies in Jordan

The study examines the impact of FinTech firms’ lending on the expansion of service-based companies in Jordan,
targeting 210 enterprises and surveying 136 respondents through a structured questionnaire. The research highlights a
significant positive effect of FinTech lending on business expansion, aligning with previous findings on the role of
technology-driven financial services in fostering entrepreneurship (Buchak et al., 2018; Jagtiani & Lemieux, 2018). The
study identifies key research gaps, including the limited scope of service-based organizations analyzed and the need for
comparative studies incorporating a broader range of firms (Havrylchyk & Verdier, 2019). Prior research has also been
constrained by access to publicly available data from select FinTech lenders, limiting insights into the full spectrum of
borrowers (Clarke, 2019). Using basic percentage calculations and Pearson product-moment analysis, the study reinforces
the growing influence of FinTech lending on economic development (Morse, 2015; Mills, 2017). The rapid growth of
FinTech in Jordan underscores shifting consumer preferences driven by technological advancements, necessitating
stronger promotional efforts to encourage the adoption of mobile money services (Dore & Mach, 2019). The findings
align with global trends emphasizing the potential of FinTech to bridge credit gaps and stimulate business growth
(Schweitzer & Barkley, 2017; Weaver, 2016). The study ultimately recommends targeted advertising campaigns to
enhance FinTech adoption among business professionals, ensuring broader financial inclusion and sustainable business
expansion (Altman et al., 2017; DeYoung, 2005)

FinTech Lending and Bank Credit Access for Consumers

Balyuk (2017) examines the effect of FinTech loans, as peer-to-peer (P2P) loans, on access to future bank credit based
on Prosper data during 2011-2017. The study tests rival hypotheses: one that FinTech lenders increase screening and
reduce information frictions, and hence bank credit access (Buchak et al., 2018; Jagtiani & Lemieux, 2018), and an
alternative one that reduced credit standards might encourage overborrowing, which would be detrimental to future credit
availability (Havrylchyk & Verdier, 2019). Using OLS regressions, a regression discontinuity design (RDD), and partial
identification methods, the study demonstrates that obtaining a P2P loan expands bank credit limits, particularly for credit-
constrained consumers, without raising default rates. This demonstrates that FinTech can create positive information
spillovers and improve financial inclusion (Morse, 2015; Mills, 2017). The findings are robust in cases where banks and
P2P lenders have disparate information sets, particularly following Prosper's removal of soft data on its platform
(Schweitzer & Barkley, 2017; Weaver, 2016). The study completes a knowledge gap on how FinTech alleviates individual
financing bottlenecks using technological innovation and information spillovers (Altman et al., 2017; DeYoung, 2005).
Although the study demonstrates the capability of FinTech to expand credit access, it also demonstrates limitations such
as the possibility of manipulation of the forcing variable in RDD estimations and the economic interpretation of findings
across a credit expansion horizon, which may downplay risks in recessions (Clarke, 2019; Dore & Mach, 2019). The
study, in this way, concludes that P2P lending facilitates consumer access to conventional credit markets without inducing
overborrowing, which justifies the role of FinTech in modifying credit allocation (Stiroh & Rumble, 2006; Yildirim, 2002).

FINTECH, REGTECH AND THE ROLE OF ALTERNATIVE LENDING: AN ANALYSIS OF THE P2P
PLATFORM LENDINGCLUB

Di Pietro (2020) analyses the revolutionary role of FinTech, RegTech, and alternative lending, with special reference to
the P2P lending model of Lending Club. The research places FinTech in historical perspective, tracing its development
from initial financial innovations to FinTech 3.0 following the 2008 financial crisis, highlighting its role to redefine
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financial intermediation through data-driven business models and automation (Arner et al., 2016; Philippon, 2016). The
regulatory issues are the focal point, where the thesis targets the new discipline of RegTech as a necessary instrument in
resolving compliance issues in FinTech-led markets (Zetzsche et al., 2017). Based on a case study of Lending Club, the
research explores whether the alternative credit assessment processes of the platform, which combine non-traditional
borrower data, are better than conventional scoring models like FICO scores (Jagtiani & Lemieux, 2018; Hertzberg et al.,
2018). The research establishes that the in-house grading system of Lending Club offers a more precise measurement of
the creditworthiness of borrowers and improves the decisionmaking capability of investors over conventional credit
scores, further justifying the role of alternative data in credit risk assessment (Balyuk, 2019; Fuster et al., 2019). The
research also, however, detects a regulatory gap, referring to the lack of standard models for FinTech lending, which is an
issue in upholding market confidence and stability (Gomber et al., 2017). The research proposes a final convergence of
Big Tech, FinTech, and traditional financial institutions towards an integrated financial system based on internet-based
financial services and big data analytics (Vives, 2017). By filling the gap between conventional credit assessment and
FinTechled credit models, the thesis highlights the increasing role of alternative data in lending decisions and calls for
regulatory harmonization in the changing financial landscape.

Fintech Implementation on the Financial Performance of Rural Credit Banks

Agarwal and Zhang (2020) provide a comprehensive review of FinTech developments, focusing on credit supply, payment
systems, and their interactions with banks and consumers. The study traces FinTech's evolution following the 2008
financial crisis, highlighting key innovations such as digital payments, P2P lending, open banking, and cryptocurrencies
(Philippon, 2016; Arner et al., 2016). It examines the rise of shadow banking and mortgage lending, noting that regulatory
burdens and technological advancements have driven the growth of FinTech lenders, which now account for a significant
share of mortgage origination (Buchak et al., 2018; Fuster et al., 2019). The research explores the P2P lending sector,
where alternative lending platforms like Lending Club and Prosper have leveraged screening mechanisms, information
asymmetry, and borrower trustworthiness to improve access to credit (Vallee & Zeng, 2019; Michels, 2012; Duarte, Siegel,
& Young, 2012). Additionally, the study investigates digital payment systems, comparing cash and card usage, and
analysing the rapid adoption of digital wallets and mobile payments, particularly in emerging markets (Stavins, 2002;
Schuh & Stavins, 2011; Agarwal et al., 2018). It further assesses the economic and behavioral implications of digital
payment adoption, including its impact on spending decisions, financial inclusion, and risk-sharing in developing
economies (Jack & Suri, 2014; Bachas et al., 2018). The paper concludes by identifying future research directions,
emphasizing the need to explore FinTech's role in monetary policy transmission, financial regulation, and the integration
of alternative lending models with traditional banking structures (Gomber et al., 2017; Tang, 2019). By synthesizing
diverse perspectives, the study underscores FinTech’s transformative impact on financial markets and the ongoing
challenges in regulatory adaptation and financial stability.

Fintech Implementation on the Financial Performance of Rural Credit Banks

Suharti and Ardiansyah (2020) study the influence of OJK Regulation No. 19/12/PBI/2017 on the financial performance
of RCBs in Indonesia from 2014 to 2018 while highlighting fintech's role in reshaping traditional banking practices. The
research follows a descriptive quantitative approach analyzed through EViews 9 using data collected from RCBs within
Banten Province. Before the enactment of the regulation, there was serious deterioration in the quality of productive assets
caused by lending and capital raising, whereas funding did not much effect quality. In the postregulatory period, this trend
continued, implying that the easier the access to financial services by fintech drew clients away from RCBs, which led to
their asset quality. This corroborates previous research concerning the disruption of fintech (Alt, Beck & Smits, 2018;
Gomber, Koch & Siering, 2017; Navaretti et al., 2018), namely, the rising tendency toward digital lending platforms and
competitive pressures on traditional banks. The study builds on prior research examining the effects of digital
transformation on financial stability (Nicoletti et al., 2017; Wonglimpiyarat, 2020) and financial inclusion (Bachas et al.,
2018; Jack & Suri, 2014). The works by Thakor (2020) and Dortfleitner et al. (2017) also reiterate fintech's role in
changing credit distribution and consumer preferences, which is experienced when the asset quality of RCBs suffers after
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regulation. Yet amid the growing acceptance of fintech services, Kasmir (2014, 2017) had identified that the confidence
of the public in funding services by traditional banks remained steady, hence suggesting more complex interactions
between regulatory reforms and market forces. By providing empirical proof of how RCBs' financial performance has
changed alongside breakthroughs in technology and regulatory reforms, this research addresses the gap in understanding
fintech's direct influence on local financial institutions, specifically in the context of Indonesia. It maintains that, to survive
and remain competitive in credit distribution, RCBs need to embrace digital financial technology. Finance ministers and
heads of central banks have emphasized that the truths of fintech adoption are intertwined with resilience (Erwin et al.,
2018; Kennedy, 2017; McKinsey & Company,2016).

DATA ANALYSIS

Objective 1: How Fintech Has Revolutionized the Loan Process

Factor Traditional Banks | Fintech Lending | Source
(Pre-Fintech) (Post-Fintech)

Loan Approval | 14-30 days 1-3 days (sometimes | BIS, 2022

Time instant approval)

Loan Disbursement | Requires physical | 100% online | Federal Reserve, 2021
visits, paperwork application &

processing
Loan Processing | Higher due to manual | Lower due to | BIS Report, 2022
Cost verification Aldriven automation

Analysis & Conclusion

. Loan approval time is reduced by over 80%, making fintech lending significantly faster.
. Automation eliminates physical paperwork, leading to lower processing costs.
. Digital platforms simplify loan applications, making borrowing more accessible.

Objective 1 Proven: Fintech has transformed lending by making the process faster, cheaper, and more accessible
through digital platforms.” Objective 2: Comparing Traditional and Fintech Lending

Comparison Traditional Banks | Fintech Lending Source

Factor

Loan Approval | 50%-60% 70%-85% Small Business Credit Survey, 2021
Rate

7%-36% (risk-based

Loan Interest Rates | 8%-18% (fixed) Funding Circle, Lending Club

pricing)
R i t U It ti
Loan Accessibility crz(cll‘ilt‘fisswry Strong Crzzsit Scor?ngema Ve | BIS Report, 2022
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Analysis & Conclusion

. Higher approval rates in fintech lending (up to 85%), showing increased accessibility.
. Risk-based interest pricing helps borrowers with lower credit scores get loans.
. Fintech uses alternative data, allowing more businesses and individuals to qualify for loans.

Objective 2 Proven: Fintech lending is faster, more flexible, and more accessible compared to traditional banks

Objective 3: How Fintech Determines Loan Approvals Using Alternative Data

Traditional Credit Fintech Credit
Factor Scoring Scoring (AI & Source
(FICOBased) Alternative Data)

It uses transaction

i Reli lel FI
g:e(:l: denc Score SCZ;: solely on FICO data, online activity, | BIS Report, 2022
P y and Al-driven models
Loan Default Rate 10%-15% 7% Federal Reserve, 2021
Limited to past credit More accurate due to
Prediction Accuracy | . P behavioral & | Funding Circle, Lending Club
history .
transactional data
Analysis & Conclusion
. Fintech’s Al-based models predict defaults more accurately than traditional credit scores.
. Alternative data expands access to borrowers who wouldn’t qualify under traditional FICO-based
models.
. Lower default rates (7% vs. 10%-15%) prove fintech's credit scoring effectiveness.

Objective 3 Proven: Fintech lending models provide better credit assessment using alternative data.

Final Findings & Summary

Objective Findings Proven?
How fintech has | Loans are approved faster,

revolutionized the loan | digitally processed, and Yes

process cheaper

Fintech has higher approval
rates, risk-based pricing, and Yes
greater accessibility

Comparing traditional and
fintech lending

Al and alternative data

How fintech determines | . ; .
improve credit scoring and Yes

loan approvals

reduce loan defaults
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Extensive data on the impact of fintech lending on credit access for U.S. small businesses

Loanzﬁépproval Time Comparison (Traditional vs. Fintech)
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Q w o
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Approval Time (Days)
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Traditional Banks Fintech Lending
Lending Type

The bar chart above compares the average loan approval time for traditional banks (20 days) vs. fintech lending (2 days),
showing how fintech has significantly accelerated the loan process

10Interest Rate Comparison (Traditional vs. Fintech)
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The line graph shows that fintech lending consistently offers lower interest rates compared to traditional banks. From
2016 to 2019, fintech lenders reduced their rates from 6.7% to 6.1%, while traditional banks remained above 8%. This
supports the objective of comparing lending models, highlighting fintech's cost-effectiveness.

LoanGD_efault Rate Comparison (Traditional vs. Fintech)

Default Rate (%)

Traditional Banks Fintech Lending
Lending Type

The bar chart illustrates that fintech loans have a lower default rate (3.8%) compared to traditional banks (5.2%). This

suggests that fintech lenders use better risk assessment techniques, likely due to their use of alternative data and machine
learning models for credit scoring.

Effectiv%ggss of Credit Scoring Models (Traditional vs. Fintech)

85t

T

80
751
70}
651

60

Prediction Accuracy (%)

55t

50

FICO Score (Traditional) Alternative Data (Fintech)
Credit Scoring Model
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This chart shows that fintech's alternative credit scoring (82% accuracy) outperforms traditional FICO-based scoring
(65%) in predicting loan defaults. This proves fintech's ability to evaluate borrowers more accurately by using alternative
data sources like transaction history, online behavior, and non-traditional financial indicators.

Key Findings Meeting Objectives:

. Fintech has revolutionized loan processing — Loan approval times are significantly shorter (2 days vs.
20 days).
: Fintech lending vs. Traditional lending — Fintech offers lower interest rates, lower default rates, and

faster loan approvals.
: Fintech credit evaluation — Fintech's alternative data-based credit scoring is more accurate than
traditional FICO scoring.

CONCLUSION

The study demonstrates that fintech lending has fundamentally transformed the traditional credit market, making
borrowing faster, more efficient, and more accessible for small businesses and underserved borrowers. The findings
confirm that fintech platforms significantly reduce loan approval times from an average of 20 days (traditional banks) to
just 2 days, allowing quicker financial support for businesses in need.

A key advantage of fintech lending is its risk-based pricing model, which offers more competitive interest rates (6.1% vs.
8% for traditional banks) and ensures that borrowers with lower risk profiles receive better loan terms. Additionally,
fintech’s use of alternative credit scoring methods—incorporating transaction history, online financial behavior, and Al-
driven analytics— has improved the accuracy of loan risk assessments (82% accuracy vs. 65% for FICO scores). This has
led to lower default rates (3.8%) compared to traditional banks (5.2%), proving that fintech lending not only enhances
accessibility but also improves credit risk management.

However, despite its advantages, fintech lending presents regulatory challenges that must be addressed to ensure financial
stability, consumer protection, and transparency in loan approval processes. The growing reliance on alternative data for
credit evaluation also raises concerns about privacy, bias, and the ethical use of personal financial information.

In conclusion, fintech lending has successfully bridged credit gaps, improved loan accessibility, and enhanced the
efficiency of financial markets. Moving forward, further research and regulatory oversight are needed to balance
innovation with financial security, ensuring that fintech continues to foster inclusive and responsible lending practices in
the evolving digital economy.
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