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5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct? 
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This is important as it tests the characteristics of one of the important committees against 
the performance of the company. Although characteristics are not sole parameters to test 
the impact on ROA, it somehow has come in the light of the researcher to analysis it. Its 
intention may to leave a gap in research to test these characteristics with more other 
parameters of financial performance of the firm. 
 
 
It is suitable. I could find several similar research but in different sectors and geography 
online. 
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Reference for overall manuscript is adequate, however, as commented in the manuscript, more 
reference in support/contracts to the findings would provide strong support/contrast to the authors 
claim.   
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