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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.


	In academic point of view, going concern uncertainty is seen as a critical red flag for the quality of financial reporting. The findings of the study underlines the need for harmonized procedures to reduce variability in financial reporting. Practical recommendations include standardised disclosure frameworks, artificial intelligence tools to harmonize risk assessment across companies, and mandatory stress tests for high-risk companies.  From the scientific community’s perspective, the going concern uncertainty is a rich multidisciplinary research topic that hints the financial reporting quality based on governance, ethics and management affect the scientific community for applied research and policy-relevant research, thus its relevant for this article.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title of this article does not reflect the research questions addressed: how do cognitive biases amplify agency conflicts when revealing uncertainties about matters of interest? Can standardised materiality frameworks reconcile differences in risk communication between management and the auditor? Are governance mechanisms such as independent audit committees reducing the perception gap in financial health assessments? 

Thus, do incorporate the elements of research questions in the title of the article.
	

	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.


	Basically, the abstract would be more comprehensive by adding research contributions on knowledge and the practical contributions.  The arrangement of keywords need to be in alphabetical order as follows:
Keywords: audit quality, corporate governance, financial reporting , going concern and risk disclosure.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Scientifically, this manuscript is scientifically correct, however, rooms of improvement are needed  to the used of the terminology of data preprocessing and reproducibility.  It is sufficient to explain on the reproducibility under the robustness checks.  Figure 1 of the Theoretical Framework need to redrawn.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	At least one (1) reference of the year 2025 need to be included.
	

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


	The article needs to sent for English and grammar checks for it is published.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Other than the above-mentioned comments, this article is recommended for publication with minor corrections.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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 details)
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