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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.


	AI supports auditors in analyzing financial reports by identifying areas of risk. At the same time, AI also provides sensitive directions for manipulating data in reports. This study supports the academic community and highlights the intentions of artificial intelligence, raising a red flag for regulators and others regarding the impact of AI on auditing and financial reporting.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	It is recommended that the title of the article be changed. One suggestion could be: How is artificial intelligence used in auditing and financial reporting, and what are the future developments?
	

	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 of the paper is considered to be adequately written and complies with academic requirements.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The bibliography used is considered sufficient and up to date.
	

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


	Yes.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The introduction would require a more explicit definition of the gap in the literature that this paper addresses. It is also considered necessary to formulate a broader range of research questions that explicitly reflect the issues addressed and which this paper aims to answer.
In the methodology section, it is recommended to justify the choice of databases used, in order to ensure transparency and methodological rigor of the research.

The discussion section should be structured as a direct response to the research questions formulated, by reporting the results obtained in relation to the existing literature, highlighting both the studies that support and those that contradict the conclusions of this paper.

The conclusions section would need to be developed more thoroughly, in line with the current relevance of the topic.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)


	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

No. 
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