Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	Asian Journal of Economics, Business and Accounting

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_AJEBA_147655

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	THE EFFECTS OF STOCK EXCHANGE MARKET ON FIRMS’ PERFORMANCE IN TANZANIA

	Type of the Article
	Empirical Publishable Article


	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment
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	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.


	The manuscript is very apt considering the risks, challenges and volatility of stock markets reactions but am so sceptical about the approach adopted in this manuscript. The major concerns with the current draft are the overall quality of the manuscript, positioning of the manuscript within contemporary accounting literature. I note that you cite some prior studies/literature but unfortunately, I was unconvinced with how you are drawing on prior knowledge in developing a convincing conceptual argument that would reach the standards of a major scholarly accounting journal  
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title does not reflect what he did inside the work. Stock Exchange serves as primary platform for trading securities and not the securities itself. I suggest a slight modification in title to suit the content and variables as follows. Effect of share prices and credit risk management on financial performance. 
	

	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.


	I guess the abstract was prepared using the journal format. Its okay
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The major concerns with the current draft are the overall quality of the manuscript, positioning of the manuscript within contemporary accounting literature.
Theoretical Expositions where you are supposed to empirically and theoretically establish the relationship between your dependent and independent variables were omitted. There is no proper linkage between the dependent and independent variables. The limited connection to prior core scholarly knowledge is also illustrated through the how the theoretical and conceptual elements of the manuscript could have been developed substantially.

The overall background to the study lacks content and therefore disjointed. There is need for recasting

The results and conclusions are predominantly descriptive, while potentially of interest for a specific audience and context do not seem to have the potential to make a clear contribution in the already existing theoretical and conceptual accounting knowledge in this era.

I am also worried about the statistical tools used in this manuscript. I queried about the use of unit root test and panel root tests and the likes in a manuscript like this. This manuscript is not a time series data that requires the use of unit root test for differencing but a pooled data that requires regression analysis with its peculiar preliminary data tests.  

Given these major considerations I raised above at the importance of the manuscript for the scientific community, the concerns I have of the overall quality and underdevelopment of the manuscript. The paper can be accepted provided that the issues raised are well taken care of and dealt with. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient and adequate
	

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


	Yes

The language quality is suitable for scholarly communication
	

	Optional/General comments


	It can be accepted upon minor reviews with respect to background of the study and statistical tools applied . The article could pass the test of time if the issues raised above are trashed down.

I am making an appeal. Please kindly give me letter of appointment as one of your editorial team member to be used in my appraisal. Thanks in anticipation that my request will be granted  


	


	PART  2: 



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)



	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)


	


Reviewer details:

Orjinta Hope Ifeoma, Nigeria

Created by: DR
              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM
   
Version: 3 (07-07-2024)


