

[bookmark: _GoBack]Disclosure of issues on social activities is particularly sensitive owing to its multifaceted complexity which implicates transformations across multiple interrelated facets of human life quality [1]. Many firms have a pattern of presentation of non-financial information including corporate governance, corporate social responsibility, chairman statement, MDA statements. Unlike financial statements which are reported based on required standards, the disclosure of non-financial information does not follow prescribed regulatory framework. The primary goal of information disclosure is to help users of financial information in decision-making [2]. Seifzadeh et al. [2] revealed that investors find complicated reports difficult to understand, therefore, suggesting that firms avoid lengthy financial reports. The consistency in non-financial information disclosure may enhance the evaluation of such information by investors. While some argue that environmental responsibility in companies is driven by the need to evade legal penalties, others maintain it reflects adherence to ethical duties [3]. In relation to non-financial information disclosure, quantity does not necessarily equate quality. However, with ESG, sustainability issues, non-financial information are getting attention and investors are using more of such information other than earnings in decision making [4]. Hence, investors look beyond the financial outcomes to future sustainable performance of the firm in making investment decisions [4]. 
Firms continue to report information on social, environmental and governance (ESG) to meet regulatory and investors’ needs. When the sustainable development concept was first popularised, the emphasis was more on environmental sustainability while further extensions included social and governance. Stakeholder theory explains that the firm is not only responsible to shareholders but to other stakeholders who are affected by the operations of the firm. Firms are expected to create value to stakeholder groups, hence, meet the different stakeholders’ interests. Stakeholders such as employees, customers, local community, are mostly considered in firms’ non-financial information [5]. Despite the growing importance of ESG metrics for investment and regulation, there is a limited understanding of the determinants of social disclosure quality, especially in emerging markets. 
This study explores the determinants of the quality of social disclosures among listed non-financial firms in Nigeria. The study tests how firm attributes (size, performance, debt, growth) and board characteristics (meeting, size, independence, assurance) influence the credibility of social information. With 988 firm observations, the robust fixed effect results revealed that firm and board characteristics influence the extent of social disclosure in Nigerian firms. Profitability (coeff: -0.9056; p.val: 0.000<0.0001) and leverage (-0.0027; p.val: 0.005<0.01) are negatively associated with social disclosure, suggesting that financially stronger firms may rely less on voluntary social reporting for legitimacy, while highly leveraged firms may face resource constraints that limit disclosure activities. In contrast, firm growth (coeff: 0.1582; p.val: 0.002<0.01) and sustainability report assurance (coeff: 0.5557; p.val: 0.024<0.05) positively influence social disclosure, indicating that growing firms and those subject to external verification exhibit stronger transparency commitments. Institutional ownership (coeff:1.2351; p.val: 0.073<0.1) shows a positive association with social disclosure, implying that institutional investors play a monitoring role that encourages improved ESG transparency. However, board independence (coeff: 1.2351; p.val: 0.145>0.1), firm size (coeff: 0.4085; p.val: 0111>0.1) and block ownership (coeff: 0.8379; p.val: 0.245>0.1) do not significantly influence social disclosure in the sample, highlighting the limited role of certain governance mechanisms in shaping ESG reporting practices within the Nigeria context. The findings advance theory on governance and disclosure and provide actionable insights for regulators and investors in frontier markets.
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