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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 contributes meaningfully to the ongoing research on gender diversity and corporate governance, particularly in the context of emerging economies such as Indonesia. By examining the influence of female directors, executives, and audit committee members on banking performance and risk-taking. It provides valuable empirical insights using panel data studies, contributing to the methodological significance. Overall, it offers both academic and policy relevance in promoting inclusive leadership.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is clear and catchy, but in the body of contents, please define the term ‘financial metrics’, in order to make it clear for the readers. This is because, the term ‘financial metrics’ does not once appear in the contents, make the readers questioned about the dependent variable of the research. 
	

	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 is comprehensive and well-structured, but please add the underlying theory that govern the study.

- If possible, state directly what is the ‘complementary strategies’ mentioned in the abstract.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, as the study refer to the literature and having correct methodological approach for data analysis.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient and recent but some of them do not follow APA 7th Edition format (basically there are missing doi number in list of references).


	

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


	The English language is generally clear, formal, and academically suitable for scholarly communication. Minor grammatical and stylistic adjustments could improve readability. For example, authors can replace "does not have a statistically significant effect" with "has no statistically significant effect" for conciseness.


	

	Optional/General comments


	1. This article lacks a theoretical framework figure, which creates confusion for readers regarding the variables and their dimensions in this study. For instance, it is unclear whether ROA, ROE, and Z-score represent the financial metrics or firm performance indicators, which are assumed to be the dependent variables. Similarly, the independent variables are not clearly defined or visually illustrated, making it difficult for readers to understand the relationships being examined. 

- Must include the sources of variables taken as well.

2. Statements of hypotheses H1, H2 and H3 are not accurate. The structure of hypotheses reflects the objectives of study, not the expected results. The hypotheses should sound like this: H1 –  Female board directors have a significance influence on the financial performance of banks in Indonesia. Similar goes to H2 and H3. 

3. In terms of Research Method section, a lot of information are missing, there are:

- Sources of each data taken

- List of banks involved

4. Results and discussion

- It is preferably to combine results and discussion in one section so the information is not redundant.

- Please state clearly whether the hypotheses are supported or not supported, based on your results. After that, you can continue the discussion on the findings. 
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)
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