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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.


	I like the manuscript. Because, it helps to assess the Impact of Macroeconomic Variables on Bank Profitability: Empirical Evidence from selected Private Commercial Banks in Bangladesh. It also gives insights for management of the selected private commercial to assess the effect of macro-economic variables on their profitability (in terms of ROA & ROE) performance and take corrective action based on this findings and respective implications. Finally, the empirical results of the study will use for other researchers and scholar as references in their further study.  
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	Yes. But, it is better to amend like” The Impact of Macroeconomic Variables on Bank Profitability: Empirical Evidence from selected Private Commercial Banks in Bangladesh”. 
	

	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.


	It is good. But, the abstract should include the initiation, gap and indicate suggestions for the future works of the study. Similarly, the keywords should be “Commercial Banks Exchange rate, Interest rate, Inflation, Return on assets, Return on equity, Bangladesh”. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	It is appropriate except the inclusion of some remaining sub-topics in structure such as clear 

1. Objectives, Significance and scope of the study in the introduction part, 

2. Separate theoretical and empirical reviews, conceptual framework and theoretical relationship of the dependent and independent variables. 

3. Separate tabular -results and discussion of the three independents variables in terms of ROA and ROE in the correlation analysis, detail discussion and relating with other researchers’ findings and against the theoretical relationships of the variables for the results in correlation and regression analysis parts,   . 

4. Finally, the study should include separate conclusion, recommendations (policy/managerial implications) based on the findings of the study. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes. However, some reference like Babazadeh, M., &Farrokhnejad, F. (2012), Bahjat, S.N.,Hussain,A.M.,&Saleh,S.Y.(n.d.), Ganti,A. (2023, June 29), Hall, M. (2023, June 1)… etc are found in the reference part but not in body of the paper. Hence, the author should indicate all the references in body of the article in the reference parts and vice-verse. 
	

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


	Yes.  But, it needs detail review and inclusion of some topics in the whole body of the article.   


	

	Optional/General comments


	1. Review the introduction parts of your paper and edit the following sub-topics 

· Indicate the clear gaps in statements of the problem.

· Include the specific objectives and significance of your study 

2. Results and Discussion 

· Discuss your finding clearly and in more detail and then relate with more studies and the theory.
3. Finally, review the whole body of your paper, review the methods you used, improve the referencing styles of reference in the body of the paper (For example; use the whole authors of the journal when you use for the first time like Umar, Maijama &Adamu (2014) and then the first author et al; like Umar et .al. when you use the author for the second and soon times) compare the references in both sides (body of the article and references) and indicate the main implications of the study. 
	


	PART  2: 



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (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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