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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 manuscript addresses a critical aspect of financial stability in emerging economies: the liquidity of Rural Banks (BPRs), which are vital for financial inclusion and supporting MSMEs in rural areas. The study provides empirical evidence from East Java, Indonesia, a significant economic region, on how specific financial ratios (CAR, ROA, LDR, SIZE) influence liquidity. Furthermore, it contributes to the academic discourse on banking and financial intermediation theories in a specific, under-researched context.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes
	

	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. Please consider to mention the theoretical or practical implications of the findings. For example, add a or two sentence/s on how the results emphasize the importance of profitability and capital adequacy over mere size for liquidity management in rural banks.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes. The references are sufficient and include a mix of foundational texts and recent studies up to 2024 and 2025.
	

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


	Yes. The language is clear and understandable
	

	Optional/General comments


	1. Data and Sample Confusion (Section 3): There is a significant error in the sample description. The text states: "The population in this study consists of 87 energy sector companies as it completely misrepresents the research.
2. Repetitive Tables: Table 1 (Sample Selection) and the descriptive statistics table list the variable car_x1 twice. This should be corrected.
3. Clarity in Results: In the regression equation (2), the coefficient for SIZE is negative, but the explanation says "every 1% increase in company size will decrease liquidity by 0.052". This seems to be another error; it should likely be "decrease liquidity by 1.261". Please review all numerical explanations for consistency.
4. Theoretical Discussion: The connection of results to the "Anticipated Income Theory" is a good point but could be elaborated more deeply in the discussion section.
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