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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment


	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.


	Corporate governance is the main mechanism for defining the level of risk tolerance and supervising the risk management framework (credit, market, liquidity, and operational risks), directly influencing the risk-adjusted financial performance and stability of the institution. By exercising strategic oversight and internal control, the board strengthens decision-making transparency and organisational discipline. It contributes to reducing information asymmetries and preventing excessive risk-taking that may generate risks for stakeholders.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	I believe that the title adequately reflects the content and objectives of the article, concisely capturing the topic addressed and the analytical dimensions developed throughout the paper.
	

	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.


	I believe that the abstract is overly detailed and includes information that is not entirely relevant to this context, such as reporting statistical values for each characteristic of the board, given that some of these are not statistically significant, which leads to unnecessary clutter in the summary. Also, the first five sentences are mostly general and could be reworded in a more focused way, as they could be summarised in at most two statements with clearer and more focused content.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes.
	

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


	Yes. 
	

	Optional/General comments


	In section 1.2, it is recommended to highlight more clearly the gap identified in the literature and to explain the original contribution of the paper by precisely defining the elements in relation to existing studies.
Section 1.3 is too abrupt in relation to the previous subsection, without an adequate argumentative transition to justify the shift from the theoretical framework to the proposed analysis. It is recommended to introduce a connecting paragraph that explicitly links the previous ideas to the objectives and content of section 1.3.

It is considered that the research hypotheses formulated in section 1.4 should be explicitly correlated with the review of the specialized literature and theoretically substantiated within it, by integrating the relevant arguments and empirical results that support their formulation.

Section 3.5 recommends further developing the theoretical basis of the selected variables by systematically referring to the relevant scientific literature, so that their selection and operationalization are supported by conceptual arguments and established empirical evidence.

In the discussion section, it is recommended to explicitly highlight the theoretical and practical implications of the paper by reporting the results obtained both in relation to the development of the existing conceptual framework and their relevance for practitioners and decision-makers in the field.

	


	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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