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
	


	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)
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	The research is novel as financial reporting quality of Conservatism was measured on firms’ attribute which has not been employed by previous researchers on the topic. The topic was carefully selected and the measure of accounting reliability is verifiable.  Indeed, the manuscript would contribute immensely to the contemporary discuss on the subject matter.
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