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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 paper is important for the scientific community because it addresses serious issues related to the spread of misinformation and disinformation that can undermine decision-making processes, public trust, and institutional accountability. By emphasising the role of professional scepticism as an ethical and practical approach, this research provides a means of detecting and preventing misinformation within organisational environments. The combination of theory and real-world examples helps readers understand how critical thinking and information verification skills can strengthen governance and professional integrity. These findings are useful for academics and practitioners in improving training, policies, and communication strategies in today's complex information
age.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	In my opinion, the title of the article, “Managing Misinformation and Disinformation through Professional Skepticism,” is appropriate and effective. This title directly explains the research topic. There is no need for an alternative title
	

	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 clearly explains the background of the problem, objectives, and contributions of the research. To further strengthen the academic structure, it is recommended to add a sentence that briefly explains the methodology. For example, a phrase such as ‘This study uses a qualitative approach based on literature studies enriched with case study illustrations’ could be added. With this addition, readers will obtain a complete picture of the research approach from the outset. Overall, the abstract is good and does not require any
reduction in content.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	In general, this paper is well written, has a strong theoretical basis, and is supported by credible references. A few minor adjustments would further enhance its quality.

Introduction: The introduction provides a strong global context and is supported by relevant references. However, a brief explanation of the research gap needs to be added.

Problem description: Some sentences need to be reinforced with references to make them more academically robust.
· “Cameroon, like many countries, has experienced widespread health-related misinformation, such as rumors that fueled COVID-19 vaccine hesitancy.”

· “Labor disputes often arise, but because legal counsel and labor offices lack expertise in healthcare finance, staff grievances are rarely resolved fairly.”

· “MBV Consulting Group routinely encounters manipulated financial data and fraudulent reports within its auditing practice.”

Research Objectives: The research objectives are clear and consistent with the focus of the study.
The Materials and Methods section explains that the study uses a qualitative approach and case studies. However, for academic standards, researchers need to explain why a qualitative approach is appropriate for this topic. For example, "This study uses a qualitative approach with case study illustrations to enable in-depth exploration of the phenomena of misinformation and professional scepticism in an organisational context. This approach was chosen because it is suitable for understanding social processes, experiences, and the dynamics of institutional contexts (Creswell, 2013)."

Theoretical Background: The theoretical basis is comprehensive and covers various disciplines.
Results and Discussion section is well structured and supported by several relevant references. However, several factual statements regarding organisational conditions, dispute resolution, and audit effectiveness need to be supplemented with supporting references to strengthen their academic credibility.

· Staff members frequently face wrongful appraisals, misrepresentation of their performance, or inaccurate reports about compliance with organizational policies.

· These practices have already proven effective in uncovering fraud and reinforcing accountability within Cameroonian institutions, deterring fraudulent practices and empowering organizations to strengthen internal controls.

· By giving “voice to the voiceless,” the consultancy provides avenues for staff and organizations to
challenge misinformation that might otherwise go unaddressed.
Conclusion: The conclusion summarises the contributions of the paper well and provides relevant recommendations. It is recommended to add the limitations of the study and directions for further research.

List of Symbols: Not required as the article does not use technical symbols. This section may be deleted.
	

	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 adequate.
	

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


	Yes, the language used in the article is generally clear and suitable for scholarly communication.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 
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