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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.


	I like the manuscript. Because, it helps to investigate scoping review of current practices and future directions of artificial intelligence in auditing and financial reporting.  It also gives insights for management of the auditavle campanies and financial instiruetions to take corrective action based on the recommendation of this result. Finally, the empirical results of the study will use for other researchers and scholarly as references in their further study.  
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes.     
	

	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.


	It is good. But, it does not clrarly state the methodologies used in the study.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically correct due to the following reasons. 1) It follows most of the steps for scientific inquiry. 2) The study used theories and empirical results from scholars and researchers and some of these are cited properly although they are misplaced. 3. The findings of the study has direct and indirect implications to the auditable units, audit firms and financial instituetions, nd the scholars and researchers who conduct similar study.    
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes. But, there are some citation errors like Alhazmi, Islam, and Prokofieva, 2025; Elly, B., Asha, N., & Justice, K. (2025), and Rao, Srivastava, & Mejía-Amaya, 2024 are repeatedly cited as it is instead of citing Alhazmi et al,, 2025; Elly et al., 2025 and Rao et al., 2024 when they appear for the second time and soon. 
	

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


	Yes. But, the whole body of the paper should be reviewed, rewrite some statements, make content structure adjustments particulary in the results and literature review parts of the study. 
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript should include structures such as 1. Separate Objectives and research question,  scope and significance of the study in the introduction part, 2. Clear theoretical, empirical and conceptual flow of the supporting literature in the related literature review, 3. Clear methodologies used to conduct the stusy 4. Inclusion of too much findings that is better to put in empirical review of the literature in the results.
	


	PART  2: 



	
	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)

Yes. But, the whole body the paper should be reviewed and properly cited in order to be fully ethical.
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