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	Compulsory REVISION comments


	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Please write few sentences regarding the importance this manuscript for scientific community. Why do you like (or dislike) this manuscript? Minimum 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	The manuscript addresses a significant issue in Nigeria regarding the growing level of fraud within federal ministries, departments, and agencies (MDAs). It highlights the role of forensic accounting skills in managing fraud, which is crucial for enhancing transparency and integrity in government operations. The findings show a positive correlation between forensic accounting skills and improved fraud management, suggesting practical implications for policy and training programs. By focusing on forensic accounting, the manuscript contributes to a niche yet vital area of accounting and public administration, offering insights that can be applied in similar contexts globally.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	Yes
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you suggest addition (or deletion) of some points in this section? Please write your suggestions here.


	The abstract is comprehensive but could be improved by explicitly stating the research gap it addresses and the specific contributions of the study. This will help readers quickly understand the novelty and relevance of the research.
	

	Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate?
	The subsections and structure are appropriate. However, it would be beneficial to ensure consistency in formatting and headings throughout the document. Some sections could be further divided for better clarity.
	

	Please write few sentences regarding the scientific correctness of this manuscript. Why do think that this manuscript is scientifically robust and technically sound? Minimum 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.
	The manuscript appears scientifically robust and technically sound. It employs established theories like the Profession Theory and Fraud Pentagon Theory to underpin the study. The use of SPSS for data analysis is appropriate and supports the validity of the results. The methodology is well-described, ensuring replicability. The study's conclusions are supported by the data presented, making it a reliable contribution to the field.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestion of additional references, please mention in the review form.

-
	The references are sufficient and recent. However, cross-checking for the latest studies in 2023 and 2024 could further strengthen the literature review. Ensuring all cited works are included in the reference list and properly formatted is also crucial.
	

	Minor REVISION comments

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


	The language is generally suitable for scholarly communication. Minor grammatical errors and typos should be corrected to enhance readability. For instance, "Many studies were necessitated for this study" in the abstract could be rephrased for clarity.

	

	Optional/General comments


	Consider adding a section on policy implications based on the findings. This will highlight the practical applications of the research and its relevance to policymakers. Including case studies or examples of successful forensic accounting interventions in Nigeria or other countries could enrich the manuscript and provide a more comprehensive view of its impact.
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