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	PART  1: Comments



	
	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 topic is interesting because it examines corporate governance and can develop knowledge related to the role of the risk management sub-committee as a crucial part in supporting literature on corporate governance for the academic community.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title of the manuscript is interesting, but the context of the research needs to be clarified, as each country has different specific regulations regarding corporate governance.
	

	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.


	In the methodology section, it is not clearly explained what approach was taken. How was the research procedure carried out? Where were the data sources obtained? And how was the analysis carried out? How the triangulation approach was carried out in this research to ensure the validity of the data as well as the validity and reliability of the research findings
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript only subjectively narrates the study's results. Although the research approach uses qualitative research, triangulation is still necessary, which is not clearly stated in this manuscript
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are not up to date and references do not use primary literature sources from relevant previous research results.
	

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


	It's good enough but it's recommended to still use proofreading.
	

	Optional/General comments


	This research needs to explain the regulatory context of governance in the country where the research is conducted. The qualitative case study approach needs to be more explicitly stated regarding data sources and analysis, as well as triangulation for the validity and reliability of research findings, such as credibility, transferability, dependability, and confirmability. The discussion of the results is not elaborated in depth and tends to repeat previous paragraphs. References should be updated using the most recent primary literature sources.
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	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)
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