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	Reviewer’s comment
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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 contributes valuable empirical evidence to the corporate governance and sustainability reporting literature, particularly within the under-explored context of emerging insurance markets. By integrating board director reputational capital and board nationality into a System-GMM framework, the study advances understanding of how director-level attributes shape non-financial disclosure quality. The findings also enrich theoretical debates on stakeholder accountability by demonstrating that reputational incentives, rather than board diversity alone, drive sustainability transparency in developing economies. Moreover, the study offers a methodological and contextual benchmark for future researchers examining governance–sustainability relationships in Africa and other frontier markets.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is suitable. However if we really want to be precise only board characteristics have been examined and hence instead of giving CG we can say board characteristics and sustainability reporting. However it can also be concluded that CG is represented by these characteristics. Hence overall the title is suitable.
	

	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 aim of the study, the sample, methodology, key results, and conclusion are well structured in the abstract. However there is too much of statistical detail given in the abstract which are not required to be given in the abstract. Instead it would have been better if it has been highlighted why this sample is chosen in this research. Also in the conclusion instead of repeating the results obtained only it would have been better to highlight the policy implications and implications to the society of this research.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically correct. However in the results section certain statistical inconsistencies are observed. Similarly whether the measurement of BDRC by total compensation earned across all directorships is how far relevant is to be examined though literature support is quoted.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Definitely the references are sufficient and recent enough. However reference number 5 and 6 are the same. Any international insurance sector study references would add value and strength.
	

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


	Overall the English is good but some polishing is required. Too long sentences are used. 
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