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	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 provides valuable insights into the determinants of credit risk within the Mauritian banking sector, an area that has not been extensively explored in the existing literature. By identifying key factors influencing credit risk, the study offers important implications for policymakers, banking institutions, and financial regulators aiming to strengthen the stability of the financial system. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	"The Determinants of Credit Risk in the Mauritian Banking Sector," is suitable — it is clear and specific
	

	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 provides a good overview of the study’s objective, methodology, and key findings.  It clearly mentions the focus (credit risk determinants in Mauritius) and outlines the importance of the study.
The data set and analysis technique need to improve with different parameters
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically correct overall, but minor enhancements especially methodological justification would make it even stronger and more credible for high-impact journals.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient but could be improved by adding a few more recent studies (post-2018) to reflect the latest research trends and make the paper more contemporary and robust.
	

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


	The language is suitable for scholarly communication, but minor editing would make the paper even more professional and polished.
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