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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 (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.


	Provides insights on further research in financial stability of commercial banks using different methodologies, advanced research in protection of bank depositors and investors, regulatory compliance and risk management for financial institutions, further research in financial system stability and economic growth hence contributing more to the existing literature. The regulatory authorities will also be able to use the findings of this study to develop policies and guidelines for proper management of financial institutions.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is suitable and aligns well with the objectives and methodology of the study.
	

	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 is comprehensive and captures the key aspects of design, methodology, results and conclusions. The article can be improved by explicitly indicating the software tool used for data analysis (e.g. STATA, SPSS, EVIEWS), specific recommendations in line with the findings of the study. For instance, what exactly should the banks do with CAR and DER?
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically well written and correct. Appropriate research design and methodology is used. The findings are also well presented and described using the relevant scientific disposition.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	While the references are recent and sufficient, a few are relatively older than ten (10) years e.g. (Levine, 2005)., (Mohan, 2006). Some references such as Moorthy S (2014), Sahadevudu (2020), Akinbola Olawale (2024), Meliza et al. (2024), Vyas (2024) and K. Srinivasan (2021) are not listed in the reference section and is not as per the APA format. The authors need to check all the references in the article and ensure references cited n the text are also listed in the reference section.
In the references, No. 4 & 5 seem to be repeated and not cited in the text.


	

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


	The language and quality of English used is suitable for scholarly and scientific communication. No major quality issues have been noted. The flow of the grammar is well designed and sentences are properly constructed. The use of tense is also adequate.
	

	Optional/General comments


	For Capital Adequacy Ratio:

Null Hypothesis (H0): There is no significant difference in the Capital Adequacy Ratio (CAR) among the selected banking companies over the study period.

Alternative Hypothesis (H1): There is a significant difference in the Capital Adequacy Ratio (CAR) among the selected banking companies over the study period.

This can be revised and written as above to be consistent with the null hypothesis for simplicity. The same applies to the hypothesis on the DER. This will also ensure consistency with how the hypotheses have been stated n the results and findings section of the paper.
In the methodology, the authors need to clarify whether the selected banks are five or five each from the public sector and private sector
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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