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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment


	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 is important for the scientific community because it provides focused empirical evidence on the effect of board independence on firm profitability within the specific context of listed service firms in Nigeria. By concentrating on a single sector and using net profit after tax as the performance measure over an extended period, the study offers depth and clarity that complement broader corporate governance research. The findings enhance understanding of how board structure influences financial outcomes in service-oriented firms operating in an emerging market.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title of the article is absolutely suitable
	

	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 comprehensive. 

One suggestion is to use certain important words consistently – “ non executive directors”  or “independent directors”. Both have been used. I recommend independent directors which matches with the title also.

In abstract you don’t have to justify why you have used specific methodology
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes the manuscript is scientifically correct and all what is required to conclude have been taken care of.

Having said that the objective seems to be unnecessarily duplicated. Only one sentence to be retained.
	

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

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


	The language quality of the article is suitable for scholarly communications. Nothing serious to comment.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The source of the table 1 is given as Source: Nigerian Exchange Group (2024) and for the table 2 

Source: Nigerian Exchange Group (2025). 

The justification of sample from the population has been mentioned clearly in the following paragraph. 

“Firms that were listed after 2014 were removed because they do not provide full data for the study period. Firms that had not released their 2024 annual reports at the time of data collection were also excluded to avoid missing values. After applying these conditions, sixteen firms remained and were selected through purposive sampling. Only firms with complete annual reports from 2014 to 2024 were included in order to ensure consistency across the dataset.”

Then how can the author changed the Source to 2025 is not understood and may not be appropriate.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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