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	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 addresses a highly relevant and timely topic by examining the transformation of auditing practices under the Audit 5.0 framework. With the increasing integration of Big Data Analytics and artificial intelligence into assurance services, this study provides meaningful empirical evidence for an area that is still largely dominated by conceptual discourse. The findings provide valuable insights for academics, practitioners, and regulators seeking to understand how digital technologies are impacting audit quality and decision-making. Overall, this study contributes to the emerging discourse on technology-enabled auditing and offers practical implications for the future of the profession.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is appropriate, informative, and accurately reflects the work and purpose of the study. It explains the basics of Audit 5.0, including digital transformations, and the functionality of AI and Big Data Analytics in creating audit quality and decision-making.
	

	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 concise and well-structured, covering the background, objectives, methods, and key findings of the study. However, it would benefit from a brief discussion of the geographical or institutional context of the study to enhance clarity as well as including a brief implication for practitioners or regulators can further strengthen its relevance.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound and based on an appropriate theoretical framework. The integration of the technology acceptance model, resource-based theory, and institutional theory is logical and well justified. The research design, sampling methods, and analytical methods are appropriate to meet the stated objectives, and the results are presented and interpreted accordingly.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient, relevant, and up-to-date. These are from reliable sources and provide adequate information. The manuscript demonstrates strong connections to existing literature on digital auditing, AI, and Big Data Analytics.
	

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


	Yes, the language and general presentation are appropriate for academic communication. The manuscript is clearly written with a professional academic tone.
	

	Optional/General comments


	This paper is well structured and makes a meaningful contribution to the Audit 5.0 literature. Strengthening the discussion on ethical governance and regulatory compliance would further enhance the impact of the study. A clear distinction between the implications for developed and emerging markets could also improve practical relevance. Overall, this is a strong and meaningful contribution.
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