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	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.


	This paper examines the paradoxical relationship between board characteristics, IFRS compliance, and the quality of consolidated financial statements in Nigeria. The paper is of great value to researchers and policymakers in developing countries seeking to better understand corporate governance mechanisms in weak institutional settings. The findings provide a different perspective from the commonly held assumptions about board effectiveness and compliance.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title of the article is self-explanatory but seems a bit long. It is suggested that a simpler title be used such as: “Board Characteristics and the Quality of Consolidated Financial Reporting in Nigerian Companies: A Critical Appraisal”.
	

	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 well presents the objectives, method, and main results, but does not mention the unexpected result (the negative effect of board characteristics). It is suggested that this point be included in the abstract to provide a more comprehensive picture.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The article is scientifically acceptable, but has methodological problems, such as unreal definition of variables, lack of control variables, and inappropriate use of the Variance Ratio test to assess reporting quality.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The sources are generally new and relevant. However, the use of more classical sources in the field of corporate governance and financial statement quality could strengthen the theoretical foundation of the article.
	

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


	The English of the article is understandable but needs editing. Some sentences are long or poorly structured, which affects the flow and scientific tone.
	

	Optional/General comments


	It is a valuable article that examines governance performance in developing countries. However, it requires major methodological refinements, clarification of language, and theoretical coherence.
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