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	This study assessed whether financial performance differs between Nairobi Securities Exchange listed firms that adopt integrated reporting and those that do not, and whether any differences emerge over time, using a panel dataset of NSE-listed firms observed across multiple years with 2015 as the baseline. The study applied a year fixed-effects regression framework to control for time impact while testing whether IR adoption status explaining variation in firm performance. Integrated reporting is operationalized as a binary indicator (adopter = 1; non-adopter = 0). The study have some interested results which have empirical implantations and contribution to the literature.
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