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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.


	Forensic Accounting is very important in corporate business and governance in detecting accounting fraud, considering the high rate of criminality and fraudulent activities around the globe. However, the author has not been able to link the importance of forensic accounting to the prevention of environmental fraud. There exists no cohesion between the variables used in the study
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is not suitable. Forensic Accounting should not be attached to environmental fraud risk, rather it should be attached to fraud detection or prevention.
A suitable title: FORENSIC ACCOUNTING PRACTICES AND ENVIRONMENTAL FRAUD DETECTION IN SELECTED MINISTRIES, DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES (MDAs) IN ONDO STATE, NIGERIA.


	

	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 a bit comprehensive in reporting the result. However, the methodology, conclusion and recommendations are not clearly stated. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	To some extent. Statement of the problem is conspicuously missing, conclusion and recommendation should be unbundled and clearly stated. There is gross lack of grammatical cohesion, so many sentences are disjointed and bear no meaning at the end. The author is to carry out serious editorial from the abstract down to the recommendation.  
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are very current and sufficient. However, some are not properly cited in the body of the work, for example; Ewa, 2020 (which is the first citation in the body of the work) is not properly cited according to what is in the list of references. Also, the opening statement in the introduction should not be the view of another by way of referencing. The spellings of some names do not match. This citation is not even in the list of references (Krishnaveni & Rajasekaran, 2019)
	

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


	To a large extent, no. Revisit the entire work and read through for grammatical errors. 
	

	Optional/General comments


	This paper needs to be revisited to ensure correctness. 
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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)
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