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	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.


	The manuscript is greatly contributing to scientific progress by presenting an exhaustive analysis of fraud-prevention perceptions in the higher education setting, focusing on the different roles played by the students, lecturers, and staff. It paves the way for further understanding of how perceptions differ across academic roles, thereby stressing the need for targeted interventions and participative approaches in strengthening internal controls. Furthermore, by combining the Fraud Triangle, Fraud Diamond, and COSO frameworks, a credible theoretical background is put forward to formulate credible anti-fraud strategies. In general, the study contributes to furthering the understanding of organizational integrity and internal controls in educational institutions, offering valuable insight for policy-makers and academia likewise.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title of this article is suitable since it very adequately states the focus of this research, that is, the academic community's perception of the prevention strategies for fraud in higher educational institutions. It communicates the very essence of the study: the target of whom, performing organizational and system integrity within the academic sector, and anything related to fraud management.
	

	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.


	Yes, the abstract turns out to be quite comprehensive, briefly stating the aims of the research, methodology, findings, and implications. Yet, I think that a mention of the fairly well-known theories, along with the Fraud Triangle, Fraud Diamond Theory, and COSO, would clarify the theoretical context. Practically, the significance of the findings in affecting policy or the day-to-day operation of an institution would strengthen the impact. The essential points are included in the abstract, but there should be some more emphasis on theoretical framework and practical contributions.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript, according to me, is scientifically sound, with a clear, appropriate research design, detailed methodology, properly applied statistical analyses, and thorough assumption testing. The use of multivariate techniques, including MANOVA, and post hoc comparisons, further enhances the credibility of the findings. Thus, referencing relevant literature and linking the results with previous studies lend further weight to its scientific validity. In general, a rigorous approach has been applied in exploring the perceptions of fraud prevention measures in higher education.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references in the manuscript are quite adequate and recent, showing a good sustain to the research and also the references are inclusive of theoretical and foundational guiding theories along with empirical works. References from 2023 and 2024 also reflects current and modern engagement with allied criminal activities towards the preventions of illegal activities.
	

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


	Yes, the language and quality of English in the article are appropriate for scholarly communication, consisting of clear, precise, and formal academic language through which complex concepts and research findings could be conveyed effectively. The writing style follows accepted academic practices so that it is readily accessible and professional for scholars in the international arena.
	

	Optional/General comments


	
	


	PART  2: 



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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)


	


Reviewer details:

Ashok Ghimire, Westcliff University, USA
Created by: DR
              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM
   
Version: 3 (07-07-2024)


