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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.


	Cyber fraud is one of the most common forms of contemporary economic crime, with a major impact on the banking sector due to the accelerated digitisation of financial services. Cyber fraud generates significant risks of misreporting, affecting the credibility of financial statements, user decision-making, and compliance with accounting and auditing standards. This article supports stakeholders by highlighting the types of fraud in the banking system that can compromise the integrity of financial statements, emphasising the moderating role of internal audit. By assessing cyber fraud risks and their impact on financial reporting, internal audit helps to limit negative effects, increase transparency, and strengthen confidence in reported financial information.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	I believe that the title conveys the essential message of the entire article, summarising the relationship between cyber fraud, the integrity of financial statements, and the moderating role of internal audit.
	

	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.


	Within the abstract, it is recommended to outline the study results clearly and concisely, without including statistical values, focusing instead on their significance and implications.
	

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

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Given the scale, complexity, and evolving nature of cyber fraud in the contemporary financial context, as well as its implications for the stability of the banking system and the integrity of financial reporting, it is necessary to develop and expand the bibliographic references in order to supplement and consolidate the theoretical foundation of the article.
	

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


	Yes.
	

	Optional/General comments


	In sub-section 1.2, the transition to the research questions is too abrupt, without any explicit correlation with the theoretical and contextual aspects presented previously, which affects the logical coherence and fluidity of the scientific approach.
Within the methodology, the selected variables should be explicitly anchored in the review of the literature, so that their choice is supported by relevant theoretical and empirical foundations.
Section 4.1 recommends anchoring and interpreting the results obtained by directly referring to the hypotheses formulated in the introduction, so that the empirical analysis coherently reflects the research objectives, facilitating the evaluation of the degree of validation or refutation of the hypotheses.
I consider section 5.1 to be of limited relevance, as the ideas and formulations included therein have already been stated and analysed in section 4.1. This overlap diminishes the added value of the section.
In the conclusions section, it is recommended to clearly define the limits of the research and indicate future directions for investigation, in order to supplement and deepen the results obtained.
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