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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.


	This manuscript makes a meaningful contribution to the scientific and policy-oriented accounting literature by providing context-specific evidence on the relationship between audit quality and firm value in the Nigerian banking sector, with a focused examination of money deposit banks in Abia State. By concentrating on a sub-national setting within an emerging economy, the study enriches the largely cross-country literature and offers granular insights that are often overlooked in aggregate national analyses. The findings are particularly valuable for scholars interested in corporate governance, financial reporting quality, and firm valuation in developing financial systems. Moreover, the evidence generated has practical relevance for regulators, auditors, and bank managers seeking to strengthen governance mechanisms and enhance firm value in similar institutional environments.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title of the article is suitable. However I would suggest that the author(s) regionalise the title – replace “Abia State” with “Eastern Region” to give it a broader coverage. Therefore the title should read:
Audit Quality and Firm Value: Evidence from Selected Money Deposit Banks in the Eastern Region of Nigeria.
	

	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 comprehensible.

It clearly connects the study’s objectives, methods, results, and recommendations.
	

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

The manuscript is scientifically correct as per the methodology and empirical analysis.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient, but NOT recent. I suggest a more recent studies should be included in the manuscript. The citations and reference list DID NOT follow a particular known style, e.g, APA 7. Referencing style. The author(s) should correct to a known style. I suggest APA 7 style.
	

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


	The language/English quality of the article is suitable for scholarly communication.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript would benefit from a clearer comparison of its findings with prior studies to highlight their significance. The authors should also explicitly state the study’s limitations and briefly suggest areas for improvement and future research. Finally, the introduction and conclusion should be refined to better emphasize the research problem and clearly link the key findings to the study’s objectives.
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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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