Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	Archives of Current Research International 

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_ACRI_143532

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	FIRM ATTRIBUTES AND FINANCIAL REPORTING QUALITY OF SELECTED MANUFACTURING FIRMS IN NIGERIA

	Type of the Article
	Research Article


	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.


	This manuscript addresses a subject of high relevance to the scientific community by examining how firm attributes influence financial reporting quality in the Nigerian manufacturing sector. In an environment where corporate scandals and weak governance structures have eroded investor confidence, understanding the determinants of reporting quality provides valuable insights for both academics and policymakers.
	

	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.


	No clear enough. The context of either listed or unlisted manufacturing should be stated. 
The grammar needs improvement, e.g. What brought about the use of ‘however’ in this content? However is used to introduce a statement that contrasts with or seems to contradict something that has been said previously. 


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is partially scientifically correct. It demonstrates appropriate research intent, applies a recognised ex post facto design, and uses standard econometric techniques such as ARDL, ECM, and bounds testing to analyse secondary data. These elements indicate a solid attempt to ensure scientific rigour. 

However, there are several weaknesses that compromise its full scientific soundness. First, the conceptual diagram suggests bidirectional relationships, yet the hypotheses and analytical model only test unidirectional effects, creating inconsistency between theory and method. Second, the choice of the market-to-book ratio as a proxy for financial reporting quality is debatable, since it may capture market perceptions rather than purely accounting conservatism. Third, the justification for applying ARDL to panel data is not sufficiently robust, especially when issues of simultaneity and endogeneity are likely. 
The manuscript is vulnerable to omitted variable bias because it relies on only two independent variables, firm size and board size, while excluding other well-established determinants of financial reporting quality such as profitability, leverage, liquidity, ownership structure, and audit quality. This narrow specification risks biased estimates and weakens the validity and generalisability of the findings.

Overall, while the manuscript employs accepted research procedures and presents interpretable results, it requires stronger theoretical alignment, clearer variable measurement, and more rigorous methodological justification to be deemed fully scientifically correct
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Fair enough but could be better with the inclusion of more recent works in 2023-date. 
	

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


	It needs improvement. 
	

	Optional/General comments


	The paper would benefit from being more concise and maintaining a sharper focus on the specific relationship under investigation.
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