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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 is of great importance in the banking sector as it addresses fraud and manipulation of financial statements and their treatment through the application of artificial intelligence to detect these operations that may have occurred due to manual use.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is appropriate, but the abbreviations should be removed; the reader does not appreciate abbreviations in the introduction to the manuscript.
	

	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 article's abstract is comprehensive and good, but it needs to include the hypotheses and provide statistical data for each hypothesis so that the reader can understand which hypotheses are negative and which are positive.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, scientific and correct
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are somewhat sufficient, but when researchers write about a specific field, they must address the most relevant aspects of the research. We see that the researcher extensively discussed censorship but did not mention the organizations that adopted censorship, such as COSO (Committee of Sponsoring Organizations).
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