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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 is important to the scientific community because it provides sector-specific evidence on the role of audit committee characteristics in enhancing firm performance in India’s pharmaceutical industry, a highly regulated, R&D-intensive sector. By employing a decade-long balanced panel dataset and SEBI LODR-compliant governance parameters, the study offers novel insights into how regulatory-driven governance reforms translate into improved profitability and market valuation. The findings contribute to corporate governance literature in emerging markets, where empirical evidence remains limited, and highlight practical implications for policymakers, investors, and boards seeking to strengthen oversight mechanisms. Overall, the research advances both theoretical understanding and applied knowledge on governance-performance linkages in a critical industry context.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is a bit long and not concise enough. Alternative title
: “Audit Committee Characteristics and Firm Performance: Evidence from Indian Pharmaceutical Firms.
	

	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.


	Add a final sentence that emphasizes practical contributions to regulators, investors, and academics.

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct in terms of its overall design, data analysis, and interpretation. The study employs a balanced panel dataset over ten years, applies appropriate econometric techniques (random effects, fixed effects, Hausman test, heteroskedasticity checks), and reports diagnostic tests to validate model robustness. The variables are well-defined, and the regression models are consistent with established practices in corporate governance research. However, some methodological justifications (e.g., choice of fixed vs. random effects for different dependent variables) could be explained more clearly, and the discussion section would benefit from stronger integration with prior literature. Despite these minor issues, the scientific foundation of the manuscript is sound and reliable.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Standardize to APA 7th edition style. Ensure all references are actually in academic databases. Include DOIs.

	

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


	Proofreading for grammar, consistency of terms, and shortening sentences.

	

	Optional/General comments


	The structure is good, but there are weaknesses in the consistency of references, discussion of results, and justification of methodology. Improvements in language, formatting, and strengthening of the theoretical discussion are needed. The manuscript is worthy of consideration after major revision.

The study is scientifically sound and methodologically appropriate, but improvements in presentation, citation accuracy, and depth of discussion are necessary. After these revisions, the manuscript has strong potential for acceptance
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

Based on the content of the manuscript, there are no apparent ethical issues
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