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	Reviewer’s comment
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	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 manuscript holds significant importance for the scientific and financial technology communities as it advances the integration of behavioural biometrics into intelligent fraud prevention systems with a clear emphasis on ethical data governance. By demonstrating a strong correlation between governance maturity and fraud detection efficacy, it offers a robust framework for aligning AI-driven security solutions with regulatory and ethical imperatives. The study's empirical results—such as a 35.5% average reduction in fraud and a demonstrated 86% variance in fraud system performance explained by governance—underscore its practical relevance. Furthermore, it contributes to interdisciplinary discourse by bridging technology, policy, and operational strategy in combating financial crime.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title of the article — "Intelligent Fraud Prevention Information Banking: A Data Governance-Centric Approach Using Behavioural Biometrics" — reflects the core themes, but it could benefit from improved clarity and structure.
	

	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 informative and well-structured, but there are a few ways it can be made more comprehensive, focused, and impactful, particularly for a journal audience.
Areas for Improvement:

1. Overpacked with technical terms: While thorough, it's dense with methods and datasets, which may overwhelm readers scanning quickly.

2. Lacks a clear problem statement at the start (why is fraud prevention failing today?).

3. Doesn’t define behavioural biometrics upfront, which might confuse less specialized readers.

4. Recommendations section could be more focused or shortened.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript appears to be scientifically sound and methodologically rigorous based on the provided content.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the manuscript’s references are generally sufficient, relevant, and recent, especially considering the fast-evolving nature of behavioral biometrics, artificial intelligence, and data governance in financial systems.
	

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


	Yes, the language and English quality of the article are generally suitable for scholarly communication, but minor improvements could enhance clarity, conciseness, and academic tone.
	

	Optional/General comments


	This manuscript presents a timely and well-researched contribution to the intersection of cybersecurity, artificial intelligence, and financial governance. The integration of behavioural biometrics with intelligent fraud detection—anchored by data governance principles—addresses a critical and evolving challenge in digital banking. The use of empirical data, statistical rigor, and real-world case studies enhances the credibility and relevance of the findings.

However, the authors could consider the following enhancements to further strengthen the manuscript:

· Clarify or revise the title for conciseness and accessibility.

· Improve the abstract’s readability by simplifying overly technical phrasing.

· Address the low sensitivity in the fraud detection model through additional analysis or discussion.

· Add a few foundational and technical references to broaden the scholarly grounding.

· Undertake a light round of language editing for conciseness and readability.

Overall, this is a strong and relevant paper with meaningful implications for researchers, practitioners, and policymakers in fintech and digital security.
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