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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)

Compulsory REVISION comments

Abstract should highlight the objectives and the
contributions of the investigation.

Literature lacks actuality and relevance.

About measuring CSR, the discussion is based on Boone
(1984). However, literature shows several different metrics
to assess CSR practices and performance.

The methodological approach is not presented and the
results for each institution are presented using different
features, which makes it hard to compare.

Discussion is the best part but there are no contributions
and no limitations.

As matter as fact, we have a comparison between banks of
different countries but nor a real problem to solve.

Minor REVISION comments

The text needs proof reading

Optional/General comments

As matter as fact, we have a comparison between banks of
different countries but nor a real problem to solve. The
methodology is not presented. The results and conclusions
are, consequently, very limited. Literature rather old, most of
it before 2010.
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