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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.


	Banks plays a crucial role in development of any country but corruption is a cancer for damaging the whole financial system. If corruption is not core timely, efficiently and appropriately it can negatively impact the small savings to huge entity.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes
	

	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 can be increased till 150-200 words. Key words are missing. 4-5 keywords can be added.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	YES
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes
	

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


	Yes
	

	Optional/General comments


	1. References can be arranged in alphabetic order.
2. Some references are there with unmatched years like Ahamed and Mollick (2019, p 11) is written in manuscript but in references the year is (2017). Similar problem with Bologna & Ross. So, all years can be revised again.
3.  Some authors are written in references like Mongid and Tahir (2011), Levine (20001) but they are not cited in manuscript.
Some are wrongly cited, so, It is advised to review and revise all citations.

4. Some alignments editing is required.

5. Sources of table is missing.

6. Our, we words should be avoided.
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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)

NO
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