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	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 study focuses on listed service companies in Nigeria, a sector that researchers not studied much before.  The study used net profit after tax instead of using common profitability measures like Return on Equity and Return on Assets.  The study uses data of 11 years from (2014-2024) which makes the result more reliable and relevant over time.  Government and regulators in emerging markets are paying more attention to how company boards structured; hence the findings are useful in practice, not just academically.  
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is clear and reflect the key variables and context of the 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 comprehensive in nature.  It clearly highlights the objective, research design, sample size, methodology, findings, conclusion, and recommendation.

Suggestions for improvement:
· The theory related to the study can by mentioned.

· Clarify that profitability is measured specifically by net profit after tax.

· Do not report regression coefficients alone, as beta values requires contextual or standardized interpretation to be meaningful.  
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript follows standard empirical research format.  However, there are some methodological concerns need to be addressed.

· The reported R² value of 0.9504 (95%) is extremely high for a single independent variable model, raising concerns about omitted variable bias, model misspecification and potential overfitting.

· The analysis does not include any control variables such as firm size, firm age, leverage, industry sub-sector effects which are standard in governance-performance literature.

· The Durbin -Watson statistic is 0.000000 which is statistically implausible and suggests reporting issue or estimation error.

· The study reports 175 cross sections, yet only 16 firms are sampled, this shows an inconsistency in the panel description.  This discrepancy must be clarified and corrected. 

· The manuscript failed to include key econometric diagnostics including

a. Criteria for choosing Fixed effect Vs. Random effect

b. Heteroskedasticity

c. Multicollinearity and 

d. Endogeneity issues

Thus, overall structure is sound but substantial methodological strengthening is necessary the findings can be considered robust and reliable.  
	

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

a. Majority of the references are recent (2022-2025)

b. Reviews collected are linking corporate governance and firm performance

c. Reviews incorporated both Nigerian and international perspectives

Concerns:

a. The reviews heavily rely on studies from 2024-2025, many of which are recent and may not be widely validated in the literature.

b. Failed to incorporate foundational corporate governance theories (e.g. Fama & Jenson 1983)

c. The researcher used limited high impact factor journals 

Overall, the references are up-to-date but the researcher can add foundational theories and include reviews from high impact journals to improve the overall quality of the article.
	

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


	The language is clear and easy to read.  Ensure the ideas are not repeated, lengthy paragraphs can be shortened. 


	

	Optional/General comments


	The study looks at an important topic, but it needs stronger methods and a clearer focus to make bigger impact
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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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