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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 paper is a researched and publishable paper but might not stand the test of empirical studies. The major concerns with the current paper are the overall quality of the manuscript. The researcher does not conduct  an in-depth literature review on the subject matter and the positioning of the manuscript within contemporary accounting literature not proper. Moreover, there is lack of clear contribution to broader accounting knowledge and theory. 

It was observed that you cite some prior studies/literature but unfortunately, I was not convinced with how you are drawing on prior knowledge in developing a convincing conceptual argument that would reach the standards of a major scholarly accounting journal.
Current empirical reviews are necessary
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is very much okay. Its concise and apt
	

	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 article is not comprehensive as some important information that are supposed to be captured by the abstract are missing. I suggest addition of some points such as: 

1. There is need to disclose the type of research design adopted in this article

2. It is paramount to state your dependent and independent variables in the article and if possible state their measurements or proxies. 

3. Total Population of oil and gas companies is necessary to be disclosed before selection of the sample size. Also state your sample size.

4. It is necessary to reveal whether your results are significant or not. Then the level of your significant result ought to be stated. Is your finding significant at what level of significance? That is, Significant at 1% or 5% percent level of significance level. Before stating its implication

5. Your recommendation should flow from your findings and finally

State the implications of your findings
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	There is no empirical studies.

The limited connection to prior core scholarly knowledge is also illustrated through the how the theoretical and conceptual elements of the manuscript could have been developed substantially. But this assertion cannot be supported

Again, I see your results, conclusions and suggested implications to be predominantly, descriptive and while potentially of interest for a specific audience and context do not seem to have the potential to make a clear contribution in the already existing theoretical and conceptual accounting knowledge in this era.
Given these major considerations I raised above at the importance of the manuscript for the scientific community, the concerns I have of the overall quality and underdevelopment of the manuscript.
It can be accepted for publication after the corrections.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient enough but some authors name are wrongly spelt. Example
Orijinta, H. I., Otiedhe, G. M., & Udoezika, D. (2025). Moderating effect of audit report timeliness on audit committee attributes and earnings volatility of quoted oil and gas firms in Nigeria. International Journal of Multidisciplinary Approach Research and Science, 3(1), 14–26. https://doi.org/10.59653/ijmars.v3i01.1194 

This authors name should be spelt as follows ‘Orjinta, H. I and not Orijinta
	

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


	Yes, the language quality is suitable for scholarly communication but there is need for editing
	

	Optional/General comments


	It is a publishable article
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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 details)
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