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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 study explores CSR practices in Bangladesh’s banking sector an area underrepresented in global CSR research. Using data from a relatively large managerial sample, it offers insights into how CSR is perceived and practiced in a developing economy. The findings add value to comparative CSR literature and provide useful context-specific understanding for emerging markets.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is relevant, but the use of “determinants” implies a causal analysis, which is not fully supported by the study’s exploratory design. A more suitable title would be:
Corporate Social Responsibility in the Banking Sector of Bangladesh: Managerial Perceptions

	

	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 generally clear but uses causal terms like “determinants” and “influence”, which should be replaced with descriptive language. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The study applies appropriate methods, but the methodology section needs clarification. It incorrectly states that 500 managers were selected via simple random sampling, while actually 600 were surveyed and 500 responded. 
The 600 should be defined as the sampling frame (accessible population), and 500 as the actual sample. If true random sampling was used, the procedure should be detailed; if not, the terminology should be corrected. The number and types of participating banks should also be stated to assess representativeness. 

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	I recommend that the authors carefully review the reference list to ensure it aligns with the citations used in the main text. Currently, the number of references appears excessive, and several entries may not be cited within the manuscript. It is advisable to remove unused references 

	

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


	The language is generally understandable but would benefit from editing to reduce repetition, fix grammar issues, and improve clarity and academic tone.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The paper is relevant and has publication potential, but some improvements are necessary, with revisions in structure, language, and methodological clarity, an also in line with template the manuscript would be significantly strengthened.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

The manuscript does not mention ethical approval or informed consent
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