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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.


	This manuscript provides timely empirical evidence on how AI, blockchain, and cloud accounting collectively enhance financial reporting quality in small businesses across developed economies. It addresses a significant research gap by focusing on small enterprises an underrepresented segment in prior studies and offers cross-country insights from the US, UK, France, and Canada. The findings are valuable for academics, policymakers, and practitioners seeking to understand the practical impacts of digital transformation on reporting accuracy, timeliness, and reliability
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is suitable and clearly reflects the study’s focus. However, to enhance precision, it could be revised to:
“The Impact of AI, Blockchain, and Cloud Accounting on Financial Reporting Quality in Small Businesses: Evidence from Developed Economies.”
	

	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 is well-structured and covers objectives, methodology, key findings, and implications. It could be slightly improved by briefly mentioning the study’s theoretical foundation (Technology Acceptance Model) and noting the sample’s geographic scope (four developed economies) earlier in the text.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is generally scientifically sound. The methodology is clearly described, regression results are appropriately interpreted, and findings are discussed in light of existing literature. However, the descriptive statistics in Table 1 show mixed perceptions (many respondents disagreed with certain benefits of AI and cloud accounting), which contrasts with the strongly positive regression outcomes. This discrepancy should be acknowledged and briefly discussed in Section 4.3 to avoid potential misinterpretation.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are recent (mostly 2024–2025) and relevant. However, including a few foundational or highly cited works on technology adoption (Venkatesh et al., 2003 on UTAUT) or financial reporting quality (Dechow et al., 2010) could strengthen the theoretical grounding. Additional recent studies on SME digitalization in developed economies (from journals like Journal of Small Business Management or International Small Business Journal) could also enrich the literature review.
	

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


	The language is clear, formal, and suitable for scholarly communication. Minor grammatical edits (article consistency, preposition use) could be made, but overall readability is high
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