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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 (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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.


	
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title "Next Generation Fleet Fuel Fraud Prevention - CAR PAY FRAMEWORK" accurately reflects the content of the manuscript. It clearly indicates the focus on fraud prevention in fleet fuel management through the proposed CAR PAY system.
	

	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 provides a good overview of the topic, including market size, problems with traditional fuel cards, and the proposed solution. However, it could be enhanced by:

1. Including a brief mention of the TransFleet case study results to provide concrete evidence

2. Adding a statement about the ROI timeline to strengthen the business case

3. Being more specific about the fraud reduction percentages achieved
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript appears scientifically sound in its approach and methodology. The research questions are clear, the data collection methods are appropriate, and the analysis frameworks are well-structured. The case study provides empirical evidence for the effectiveness of the proposed system. However, the technical implementation section requires more detailed explanation of the underlying technology to fully validate the scientific rigor.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are relatively recent (2022-2025) and cover relevant topics including fleet management, IoT technologies, and payment systems. However, I recommend:

1. Including more references on vehicle telematics and authentication technologies

2. Adding references on cybersecurity in vehicle-based systems

3. Including industry reports from major fleet management associations to strengthen market context
	

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


	The manuscript requires significant improvement in language quality. Issues include:

1. Inconsistent terminology (alternating between "CAR-PAY," "CAR PAY," and "CARPAY")

2. Several grammatical errors and awkward phrasings throughout the text

3. Run-on sentences that reduce clarity, particularly in the methodology section

4. Inconsistent formatting of percentages (sometimes with the % symbol, sometimes written as "percent")
	

	Optional/General comments


	1. The figures referenced in the text (e.g., "Figure 5 & 4") cannot be properly evaluated in the manuscript format provided. Ensure all figures are clearly labeled and properly integrated. 

2. The case study provides valuable real-world implementation data, but the manuscript would benefit from comparing this with other implementations or industry benchmarks to strengthen generalizability. 

3. The "Future Directions" section is comprehensive and forward-thinking, highlighting potential expansions of the technology to other areas of fleet management. 

4. The ROI analysis provides useful information for potential adopters but would benefit from more detailed explanation of the calculation methodology. 

5. The structure of the paper is generally good, but the Results and Discussion section could be better organized to clearly differentiate between case study findings and broader industry implications.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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