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	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 research has strategic value for the scientific community because it successfully maps the direct impact of financial performance on firm value through the mediating or oversight role of the audit committee. The findings in this manuscript enrich the accounting and business management literature regarding the crucial role of organizational structure in creating long-term value. Theoretically, this manuscript strengthens agency theory by demonstrating how audit committees can reduce information asymmetry. Finally, the data presented provides a strong foundation for developing sounder and more accountable corporate governance policies in the future.
.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	· This title is quite appropriate because it covers the three main research variables: Audit Committee, Financial Performance, and Company Value. However, structurally, the title could be improved to sound more professional and clearly indicate the direction of the relationship between the variables.

· E.g., "Audit Committee, Financial Performance, and Their Roles in Determining Company Value: An Empirical Study."
· Reason: Adding "An Empirical Study" emphasizes that this is a field-based/objective study.
	

	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 structurally sound, but I suggest adding information regarding the research period and the specific indicators used to measure 'Financial Performance' and 'Company Value.'" Additionally, please ensure that the research results are presented more clearly (straight to the main points) to meet the journal's word limit.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	· The references used in this manuscript already cover some important basic literature. However, to improve the quality of the review, it is recommended that authors include more references from reputable journals within the last 5 years (current) to reflect the latest global accounting research trends. The addition of international references is also
highly recommended to strengthen the comparability of research results."
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	· Suggestions for Addition:
Specific Data: Include the observation period (e.g., 2018-2023) and the industry sector studied to quickly understand the limitations of the study.
· Indicator Variables: Indicators used, for example, whether firm value is measured using Tobin's Q or the Price-to-Book Value (PBV) Ratio.
· Keywords: Ensure there are 5-8 relevant keywords to improve digital readability.
· Suggestions for Removal:
Excessively Long Background: Remove overly general opening sentences about the definition of an audit committee. The abstract should immediately focus on the core of the research.
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	· Citations: Ensure there are no citations/references (name and year) in the abstract, as the abstract should stand alone.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	· The quality of the English in this article is generally understandable and meets basic standards of scientific communication. However, there are several sections that require further editing to improve the flow of sentences and correct minor grammatical errors to
make the manuscript appear more professional to international readers.
	

	Optional/General comments
	· The manuscript is deemed scientifically sound and technically sound in accordance with journal policy, Revisions are necessary to update references to be more current and improve the quality of the English language to make it more suitable for international scientific communication.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

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