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	Reviewer’s comment
Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	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 makes a significant contribution to the interdisciplinary study of misinformation and disinformation management. The present study proposes a novel integration of professional skepticism, a well-established concept in the fields of auditing and ethics, with contemporary challenges concerning the dissemination of false information in the domains of healthcare, governance and finance. This integration serves to expand the practical scope of skepticism beyond the confines of accounting. The integration of ethical philosophy, cognitive psychology, information theory and fraud theory provides a holistic framework that bridges the social sciences and applied professions. Furthermore, the incorporation of case studies from both domestic (Cameroon) and international contexts engenders significant comparative insights for institutions grappling with information integrity challenges on a global scale. The present study contributes to ongoing scholarly debates on organizational resilience, transparency, and accountability in the digital era.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title, "Managing Misinformation and Disinformation through Professional Skepticism", is concise, accurate, and aligned with the content. The central theme, namely the relationship between skepticism and the management of false information, is reflected in the text. However, to render the title more academically precise and reflective of the article's multi-sectoral focus, an alternative could be proposed as follows: The following paper will explore the notion of “Professional Skepticism as a Framework for Managing Misinformation and Disinformation in Governance, Auditing and Healthcare”. This version is indicative of the article's empirical diversity and theoretical scope.

	

	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 is comprehensive and well-structured, offering a concise yet thorough summary of the aims, methods, and findings. The article succeeds in encapsulating the interdisciplinary character of the subject matter, while also providing a comprehensive overview of the case studies and the theoretical contributions. Nevertheless, two minor improvements are suggested:

1. It is imperative to incorporate an explicit delineation of the research methodology, such as the utilisation of a qualitative case study design, with the objective of elucidating the empirical foundation upon which the study is predicated. 

2. It is imperative to conclude the abstract with a clearer statement of implications for policymakers or professional training, as this would serve to enhance its relevance to applied audiences.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript demonstrates scientific accuracy and methodological appropriateness. The present study employs a qualitative case study approach, underpinned by robust theoretical foundations and extensive literature review. The text progresses logically, starting with a description of the problem and then moving on to the establishment of a conceptual framework and case analyses.
A minor recommendation is to enhance the data analysis section with clearer indications of how thematic content was coded or validated. The incorporation of quotations or more concrete examples derived from organizational documents could serve to further substantiate the findings.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The reference list is extensive, balanced, and mostly up to date. The compendium encompasses foundational sources, including seminal works such as Shannon (1948) and Cressey (1953), alongside contemporary research, exemplified by Friedrich & Friedrich (2024) and Cinelli et al. (2020). The integration of theoretical and applied works serves to enhance the study's credibility.
Nevertheless, two additional sources could enhance the international and technological perspective: 

1. Goksu, M., & Cavus, N. (2023). Knowledge Management in the Covid-19 Period: Misinformation and Disinformation. Istanbul University Press, 8(8), 285-319.
2. Hoes, E., Aitken, B., Zhang, J., Gackowski, T., & Wojcieszak, M. (2024). Prominent misinformation interventions reduce misperceptions but increase scepticism. Nature Human Behaviour, 8(8), 1545-1553.
These more recent references would serve to reinforce the digital and AI-driven dimensions of misinformation control.
	

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


	The English quality of the manuscript is of a very high standard, making it suitable for publication in a scholarly journal. The tone employed is formal, the vocabulary is precise, and the terminology is consistent with academic standards. The narrative maintains coherence, and technical terms are clearly explained.
The following minor stylistic suggestions are hereby proposed: 

1. The simplification of long compound sentences is an effective strategy to enhance the readability of text. 

2. It is imperative to ensure the consistent utilization of terms such as "skepticism," "disinformation," and "institutional resilience" throughout the text to avoid semantic overlap.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The present manuscript is both well-written and intellectually engaging, providing both theoretical depth and practical relevance. The author demonstrates a strong command of interdisciplinary scholarship, effectively linking professional scepticism with contemporary challenges of misinformation and disinformation.
The integration of diverse perspectives, encompassing ethics, psychology, governance and auditing, renders this study particularly valuable for readers seeking comprehensive strategies to enhance institutional resilience. The case studies from Cameroon offer significant regional insights and facilitate the grounding of global debates in real-world contexts.

The author's argument is commendable for its clarity, careful organisation and balanced use of literature. It is recommended that future research be expanded to include empirical data from multiple countries or longitudinal studies on the adoption of scepticism frameworks in organisations. This would serve to further enhance the manuscript's comparative and policy relevance.

This paper makes a significant contribution to the fields of professional ethics, information management and governance. It has the potential to influence academic discourse and institutional practice.
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