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	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 to the accounting and finance literature by offering a contemporary and statistically rigorous comparative analysis of key Indian Public sector Banks using the established CAMELS framework. The application of ANOVA and Bonferroni-hoc tests to a recent five-year period (2019-2024) provides a nuanced understanding of performance stability and inter-bank variations, which is a significant methodological advancement over purely descriptive ratio analysis. Finally, the findings offer critical, data-driven insights for regulators and policymakers making it relevant for both academic discourse and practical policy formulation.
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	The abstract is comprehensive and well-structured. However, it should further explicitly state that the study quantifies the relationship between CAMELS components and overall financial stability. Further, clarify the crucial implication of the non-significant ANOVA result-that despite descriptive variations in ranks, the underlying performance across years and parameters is statistically stable, which is a key finding that should be emphasized.
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	The manuscript is largely scientifically correct in its application of the CAMELS framework and the use of ANOVA for comparative analysis.
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