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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.


	The manuscript explores the relationship between corruption and bank performance in six ASEAN countries using panel data over a ten-year period. This topic is highly relevant as corruption is a pressing challenge in emerging economies, and understanding its impact on financial stability and bank profitability provides useful insights for policymakers, regulators, and scholars. The research contributes to the literature by specifically focusing on the ASEAN region, where limited studies exist. The findings, showing a slight negative impact of corruption on bank performance, underline the importance of strengthening governance and anti-corruption frameworks to ensure a stable financial sector.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is clear and appropriate. It reflects the research content. No change suggested.


	

	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 comprehensive, outlining objectives, methodology, and findings. However, it could be improved by explicitly mentioning the policy implications and highlighting both models used (OLS and fixed/random effects).

the manuscript is solid, but the abstract and conclusion could be strengthened).


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the methodology is sound, employing appropriate econometric models and robustness checks. The paper discusses both theoretical underpinnings (“grease vs. sand” hypotheses) and empirical results. Minor clarification on data limitations and robustness could further strengthen it.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are adequate, relevant, and include recent sources (up to 2025). A stronger discussion of comparable ASEAN-focused studies (if available) would be useful, but overall coverage is strong.


	

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


	The manuscript is written in good academic English, though some minor grammatical and stylistic refinements could enhance readability (e.g., shortening long sentences in the introduction).


	

	Optional/General comments


	· Tables and results are clear and appropriately interpreted.

· The paper could briefly discuss limitations (data restricted to six countries, omission of other ASEAN members).

· Expanding the conclusion to emphasize practical recommendations for regulators and banks would add impact.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	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 detail)
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