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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 addresses a highly relevant and timely issue in the banking and IT audit domain, particularly given the growing risks associated with cyber fraud and digital financial systems. The proposed SECURE framework contributes to strengthening fraud and error detection by integrating established theoretical models such as COBIT, Fraud Triangle Theory, and TAM. The study offers practical insights for regulators, auditors, and financial institutions, enhancing both academic understanding and real-world application. The research adds value by bridging theory with applied audit system improvements in the U.S. banking sector.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is clear, specific, and accurately reflects the research scope and contribution.

Suggestion: A SECURE Framework for Strengthening Fraud and Error Detection in IT Audit Systems in U.S. Banks
	

	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 generally comprehensive and clearly outlines the purpose, methodology, findings, and significance of the study.

Suggestions:
· Include a brief mention of the SECURE framework acronym and its components.

· Add one sentence highlighting the main empirical findings or impact level to improve clarity.

· Slightly reduce repetitive wording for conciseness.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound and follows an appropriate research structure. The research objectives, methodology, and analytical techniques (including regression and chi-square tests) are appropriate. However, some improvements are recommended:

· Clarify inconsistencies in research design (descriptive, explanatory, and experimental appear together).

· Strengthen methodological justification for sample size and sampling techniques.

· Improve clarity in statistical result interpretation.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are adequate and relevant, covering auditing, fraud detection, IT governance, and research methodology.

Suggestions:
· Add more recent (2022–2025) peer-reviewed sources on AI-driven fraud detection and continuous auditing.

· Include additional regulatory and cybersecurity standards (e.g., NIST, ISO 27001).
	

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


	The manuscript is understandable but requires moderate language editing.

Issues noted:
· Grammatical inconsistencies

· Redundant phrasing

· Minor formatting and typographical errors

Recommendation: Professional English editing before publication.
	

	Optional/General comments


	  The SECURE framework is a strong contribution but should be illustrated with a clearer implementation roadmap.

  Figures and tables should be standardized and better labeled.

  Reduce repetition in background and literature sections.

  Improve flow between results, discussion, and conclusions for stronger narrative coherence.
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