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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 paper looks at an important issue in the Indonesian food and beverage sector, which is the timeliness of financial reporting and the factors that affect it. The topic is useful for both academics and practitioners because timely reporting improves transparency, builds investor trust, and helps companies follow regulations. The study also adds value by including financial performance as a mediating factor, giving a clearer view of how company characteristics can influence reporting behavior. This is interesting because many past studies did not look at this indirect relationship. Overall, the paper can make a good contribution to the literature on financial reporting in emerging markets and may also give practical insights for regulators and company managers.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is actually quite clear and reflects the main focus of the study. It shows both the variables being studied and the context (Indonesian food and beverage firms). However, it feels a little long and heavy , it would be better if the title could make the readers feel more curious to read the paper, for example:

“Firm Characteristics, Capital Structure, and Financial Reporting Timeliness: The Mediating Role of Financial Performance in Indonesian Food and Beverage Companies”


	

	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 already gives a good overview of the study, including the purpose, method, results, and conclusion. However, I think it could be made more concise. Right now, some sentences feel a bit long and heavy. You might consider simplifying the background part and focusing more on the key findings and their implications. For example, highlight briefly why the issue is important, what was found, and what it means for companies or regulators. This way, the abstract will be easier to read and more attractive for readers.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	From what I see, the paper is scientifically correct. The research design, method, and analysis look appropriate for the topic, and the results are explained in a way that connects well with theory and past studies. Of course, there are some natural limitations, like the focus only on the food and beverage sector and the small number of companies in the sample, but that doesn’t make the study wrong. Overall, I think the paper is solid and the findings can be trusted. For the future, it might be even stronger if the sample could be expanded to other industries.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references used in the paper are generally sufficient and relevant to the topic. There is a good mix of classic sources and some newer ones, which is positive. Still, I noticed that quite a few of the references are a bit dated. It would make the paper stronger if more recent studies from the last five years were added, especially those related to financial reporting timeliness and corporate transparency in emerging markets. Bringing in newer international journal articles would also help show how this research fits into the latest discussions in the field.
	

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


	The English in the paper is generally understandable, and the main ideas come across clearly. However, in some parts the sentences are a bit long and could be simplified for smoother reading. A few grammar and word choice issues are noticeable, but they do not block the meaning. I think with some light editing or proofreading, the language quality will be suitable for scholarly communication.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Overall, I think this is a solid paper that addresses an important topic. The research design and analysis are appropriate, and the findings add value to the discussion on financial reporting timeliness, especially in the context of emerging markets. The paper could still be improved in a few areas, such as making the title more engaging, updating some references with newer studies, and polishing the English for smoother reading. But these are not major issues, and with some revisions the paper has good potential to make a meaningful contribution to the literature and to practice.
The study is relevant and the structure is clear, but it still needs some revision such as updating references, simplifying the abstract, polishing the English, and making the title more engaging.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	I don’t see any ethical issues in this manuscript. The data source is secondary (company reports from the stock exchange), so there is no direct involvement of human participants that would raise concerns. As long as the data are used properly and the references are cited correctly, the study seems ethically sound.
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