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	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.


	This study examines the impact of CSR expenditure on the company profitability of Indian Corporates. The results of Panel regression analysis reveal that ROE is significantly positively impacted by CSR Expenditure indicating that the benefits of CSR spending may not be immediately evident but can lead to improved financial outcomes over the long term. But, CSR expenditure does not have a significant impact on ROA. This is a policy suggestion for companies if they want to increase their ROE value.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is not quite right. The title does not reflect the content and scope of the article. Alternative titles CSR determines company profitability: empirical insights from Indian corporate. 
	

	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 an overview of the purpose, methodology, and findings of the study. However, its clarity and coherence could be improved. Suggested revisions:

1) Avoid long sentences. The abstract should contain only the main points such as the purpose of the article, methods, main findings, and implications of the study.

2) The explanation of the methods should briefly describe the main statistical results or sample characteristics (e.g., size = 100).

3) State the regression approach used more clearly.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically valid. The authors used a quantitative approach to test the hypotheses. The hypotheses are clearly stated and tested, and the analysis shows statistically significant results.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Some references are adequate and current. However, some need to be updated, preferably using the last five years. Examples: (Shoukat Malik & Nadeem, 2014); (Kamatra & Kartikaningdyah, 2015)
	

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


	The language is easy to understand but requires significant revision of grammar and punctuation to suit scientific writing.
	

	Optional/General comments


	A good article with minor corrections to make it better.
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