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	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 manuscript addresses an important and timely topic concerning the role of green credit, green corporate social responsibility (CSR), and digital financial inclusion (DFI) in influencing bank profitability in the ASEAN-5 region. The integration of ESG principles with financial performance is a critical area of study for sustainable development and banking reform. The manuscript contributes to the empirical literature by providing region-specific evidence, using recent data (2019–2022), and applying rigorous econometric models. This work may inform policymakers, regulators, and banking practitioners striving for sustainability and financial inclusion.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is appropriate and reflects the core variables and scope 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.


	Yes, the abstract is generally comprehensive and captures the main objectives, methods, and key findings of the study. However, there are a few areas that could be improved for better clarity and consistency: 1.Clarify the third research objective: The abstract mentions a "negative effect of digital financial inclusion on bank performance," yet the study finds a positive effect. This contradiction may confuse readers unfamiliar with the full context. It is recommended to revise this sentence to clearly indicate that the hypothesis anticipated a negative effect, but the results revealed otherwise.2. Refine the conclusion sentence: The final sentence of the abstract currently focuses only on green credit. It would be more balanced to briefly mention the findings related to green CSR and digital financial inclusion as well, even if their effects were insignificant or unexpected. Minor language polishing: Phrasing such as "strategically implemented to support sustainable activities" could be more concise. For instance: "when aligned with sustainability goals."
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, overall the manuscript is scientifically sound. The hypotheses are well-grounded in the literature, the methodology is appropriate for panel data, and the interpretation of the statistical results is logical. However, a few points require clarification: The rationale behind hypothesizing a negative effect of DFI is weak and inconsistent with the literature reviewed. The conclusion section could be strengthened with policy implications and future research directions
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes. The references are recent and comprehensive, with most dated within the past five years. You may consider adding the following for broader context: Demirgüç-Kunt, A., Klapper, L., Singer, D., Ansar, S., & Hess, J. (2018). The Global Findex Database 2017: Measuring Financial Inclusion and the Fintech Revolution. World Bank.
	

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


	The English is mostly understandable, but the manuscript requires moderate language editing to correct awkward phrasing, verb tense inconsistencies, and improve flow. Such as: “The the control variables” → “The control variables”; “statistically, digital financial inclusion does not negatively affect…” → better as “statistically, digital financial inclusion positively affects…”
	

	Optional/General comments


	1.Add a clear justification for the hypothesis expecting a negative relationship between DFI and profitability, as most of the reviewed literature suggests otherwise. 2.The discussion could more deeply explore country-specific institutional differences within ASEAN that might moderate the effects observed. 3.Figures or visualizations of trends (e.g., green credit or DFI over time) would enhance readability and comprehension.4. Since 2019-2022 is a period of epidemic, the relevant industry data may fluctuate greatly, which will affect the research results. It is recommended to supplement the robustness test.
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