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	PART  1: Comments



	
	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.


	The manuscript addresses a pertinent issue in contemporary financial governance — the application of forensic accounting to enhance audit quality and fraud detection. This is especially relevant in the context of multinational firms operating in environments with regulatory and ethical challenges. The study adds value by focusing on a real-world corporate case (BAT Nigeria), offering practical insights into audit practices and fraud risk management within a developing economy. The findings are of interest to auditors, regulators, and academics seeking to strengthen internal controls and corporate accountability.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	Yes, the title accurately captures the essence and focus of the study. It is clear, concise, and informative. No changes are necessary.
	

	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.
	Yes, the abstract is comprehensive. It clearly outlines the research objectives, methodology, sample size, data collection tool, and key findings. The inclusion of the quantitative research approach and the use of structured questionnaires are appropriate and well-articulated. No major additions are necessary. The abstract is balanced and provides readers with a concise understanding of the study’s relevance and results.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is methodologically sound. The research questions align with the objectives, and the data collection process is well-documented. The use of descriptive statistics and correlation analysis is appropriate for the nature of the investigation. The discussion is grounded in relevant literature, and the conclusions are logically drawn from the findings.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references are adequate, relevant, and generally up to date. The manuscript draws on a strong mix of Nigerian and international scholarly sources, including well-established texts and recent journal articles published between 2019 and 2025. This provides both local relevance and global perspective. No additional references are necessary at this stage.
	

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


	The language of the manuscript is generally appropriate for academic communication. The structure is coherent, and the key arguments are clearly presented. However, there are a few instances where word choice and sentence construction could be refined for improved clarity and conciseness. A light round of proofreading is recommended to enhance the overall presentation.
	

	Optional/General comments


	This is a well-structured and insightful study. The use of visual aids such as charts and graphs adds clarity to the data presentation. The recommendations provided are practical and aligned with the findings. As a minor suggestion, the conclusion could be strengthened by briefly outlining directions for future research — for instance, through comparative studies across sectors or geographic contexts.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)


	


Reviewer details:

Poojan Parikh, India
