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	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.


	1. This article offers a data-driven perspective by applying Latent Dirichlet Allocation (LDA) topic modelling.

2. It uniquely combines PRISMA guidelines with text mining, ensuring methodological rigor and transparency. 

3. The study uncovers six key thematic areas that shape the intellectual structure of the corporate governance field. 

4. The research identifies emerging trends, gaps, and directions for future scholarly work, which traditional reviews often overlook.
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	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.
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	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
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	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?


	Need to be improved
	

	Optional/General comments


	1. The abstract has minor grammatical errors and the claim that no prior study used LDA should be supported with evidence or instead of going the extreme side researcher can use words like “Few studies”.

2. The methodology section lacks detail of model diagnostics like coherence scores and justification for removed topics.

3. PRISMA version and protocol steps can also be mentioned.

4. The paper is  lacks critical synthesis or future research implications.

5. The English needs editing, especially in the results and conclusion sections.

6. Researcher can consider visualizing LDA topics through word clouds or coherence plots.
	


	PART  2: 



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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)


	


Reviewer details:

Mohd Iftikhar Baig, Noida Institute of Engineering and Technology, India

Created by: DR
              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM
   
Version: 3 (07-07-2024)


