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	PART  1: Comments



	
	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 explores a significant research gap by examining the connection between property rights, legal structures, and bank performance within the MENA region. Although much previous research has concentrated on developed economies and MENA region also, the focus of most of the papers are on the credit risk and profitability factors , MENA region , besides  its geopolitical and financial significance , considers to be one of the areas for scope. The results of this study add to the ongoing discussion regarding institutional quality, financial stability, and banking efficiency in emerging economies, providing valuable insights for both scholars and policymakers.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes , Absolutely
	

	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.


	Abstract is well-written, concise, and structured. However, it would be better if specific quantitative results  are included rather than only general statements along with the sample size
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Seems to  be okay , but  
· Justify why static methods included 

· Justify for weak OLS 

· Connect statistical findings to practical implications

 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes , It would be better if, few more references on financial inclusion, law, and banking theory would be more appealing and ground for the research
· Nigadi, S. and Kulkarni, S., 2020. A study on vulnerabilities in Indian banking sector: with reference to blockchain technology. International Journal of Financial Services Management, 10(4), pp.322-341.
· SHASHIDHAR, SATYANARAYANA, SAVITHA KULKARNI, and HOSUR SRINIVASAN SRIVATSA. "Serving Small Finance Bank Customers better using Psychographics in Karnataka and Tamil Nadu." Finance India 39, no. 2 (2025).
· 
	

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


	 Yes , good to go
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript is pertinent, timely, and structured effectively. The findings correspond with theoretical frameworks and add value to policy discussions in emerging markets. To enhance the work, the authors ought to:

· Shorten the introduction to minimize redundancy.

· Fortify the critical evaluation in the literature review.

· Articulate limitations and future research directions more clearly in the conclusion.
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	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)



	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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