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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 (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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.

	
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	
	

	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.

	
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	
	

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

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

	




	

	Optional/General comments

	
The primary limitations of this paper are as follows:

a.	Introduction: The title is inappropriate and lacks an academic tone.

b.	Abstract: The abstract is unclear and fails to convey the primary purpose and contribution of the research clearly. This section needs a more precise structure that aligns with the study’s aims, objectives, and questions.

c.	Scope Limitation: The study exclusively examines the impact of Corporate Social Responsibility (CSR) funds from Islamic banks in Bangladesh, potentially overlooking the roles and contributions of conventional banks and other financial institutions.

d.	Geographical Restriction: The analysis is limited to Bangladesh, which may restrict the applicability of the findings to other countries or regions facing similar economic challenges due to COVID-19.

e.	Timeframe: The research primarily considers data and suggestions as of April 2021, and as the pandemic continues to evolve, it may not reflect more recent data or developments.

f.	Methodology Constraints: The use of content analysis in the study may not capture the full spectrum of diverse data or broader impacts. Alternative methods, such as surveys or case studies, might provide a more comprehensive understanding.

g.	Limited Stakeholder Perspectives: The research appears to exclude insights from a wider range of stakeholders, such as government officials, non-governmental organizations, or individuals affected by the situation, which could present a more rounded view of the economic impacts and effectiveness of CSR initiatives.

h.	Lack of In-depth Analysis: The findings do not appear to account for the long-term outcomes of CSR initiatives or the sustained economic effects of the COVID-19 pandemic, which could influence the conclusions drawn.

i.	Table One: The use of Table One lacks clarity and proper integration with the text.

j.	Theoretical Framework: None of the theoretical frameworks employed in the paper are adequately articulated. A thorough analysis, grounded in scholarly reasoning, along with an evaluation of the limitations of the chosen theory, is required.

k.	In-text and Bibliography Lists: The paper lacks proper scholarly reasoning and citations, and the bibliography is inaccurate.

l.	Research Question: If the authors wish to retain the current research question, it will be beneficial to incorporate several case studies into the study.

m.	Literature Review: This section lacks academic examination and has few scholarly contributions.

n.	Conclusion: The paper requires a clear and constructive conclusion.



	





	[bookmark: _Hlk156057883][bookmark: _Hlk156057704]PART  2: 


	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 
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