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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 is crucial for the scientific, community as it explores the relationship between audit quality and firm value in the Nigerian banking sector, providing insights into the impact of audit independence, competence, and fees on market capitalization. 
The study’s findings have significant implications for policymakers, auditors, and corporate leaders, highlighting the importance of auditor independence and quality-reflective audit fee structures in enhancing firm value. 
By filling gaps in empirical literature, this research contributes to the development of effective audit practices and regulatory audit practices and regulatory frameworks in emerging markets. 
The study’s results can inform strategies to improve audit quality, investor confidence, and ultimately, firm performance in the banking industry.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is suitable as it accurately reflects the study’s focus on the relationship between audit quality and firm value in the context of Nigerian money deposit banks. 
However, an alternative title could be :

Impact of Audit Quality on Firm Value: Insights from Nigerian Banking Sector.
	

	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, but it could be improved by adding more specific details about the study’s findings and implications. 
Here’s a suggested revision :

· Add the specific indicators used to measure audit quality (audit independence, audit competence, and audit fee) to provide clarity.

· Mention the statistical significance of the results (e.g. p-values) to give readers a better understanding of the findings. 

· Emphasize the practical implications of the study’s results for policymakers, auditors, and corporate leaders. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript demonstrates a good understanding of research principles and statistical analysis, and its conculusions are supported by the data.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references provided are relevant to the study, but some are relatively old (pre-2015). To strengthen the manuscript, consider adding more recent references (post-2020) to reflect current developments in audit quality and firm value research. 
Some suggested additional references :

1. https://www.researchgate.net/publication/334056582_The_Effect_of_Competence_Independence_and_Professional_Auditors_to_Audit_Quality 
2. https://www.researchgate.net/publication/378319569_Effect_of_Audit_Quality_on_Earnings_Management_Practices 
	

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


	The language and English quality of the article are generally suitable for scholarly communications. The authos have used formal academic language, and the writing is clear and concise. 
	

	Optional/General comments


	Consider adding more visual aids, such as figures or graphs, to illustrate key findings and make the manuscript more enganging.
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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)

Based on the provided information, there do not appear to be any obvious ethical issues in the manuscript.
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