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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.


	This manuscript offers important insights for both researchers and practitioners by addressing the often-overlooked area of environmental fraud within the public sector. By empirically examining the effectiveness of forensic accounting techniques in Nigerian MDAs, it offers actionable insights into improving transparency and the quality of corporate financial reporting. The study fills a significant research gap by focusing on environmental compliance and fraud, an area increasingly critical to global sustainability and regulatory standards. Its findings would provide both scholars and practitioners with a deeper understanding of how forensic methodologies can be applied beyond traditional financial fraud to promote ethical governance and accountability.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is okay.
	

	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 generally okay, but it would benefit from improved clarity and structure.
For instance: 

The sentence: “The study employed a systematic survey of 130 purposively selected from professional accountants in the state MDAs in Ondo State, Nigeria, this study revealed compelling findings.”
suggested revision “A structured survey was conducted among 130 purposively selected professional accountants in the State MDAs in Ondo State, Nigeria.”

The phrase: “compelling findings” is vague should be replaced with a more specific statement like: “The findings reveal that fraud detection has a significant and positive impact on curbing environmental fraud.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically correct in terms of structure, methodology, and statistical analysis. The research is grounded in a clear framework and employs appropriate tools to investigate its objectives.  However, a few areas need minor clarification:

· The ANOVA table lists 7 degrees of freedom for the regression model, which appears inconsistent with the number of predictors (fraud detection and fraud prevention). This should be double-checked for accuracy and alignment with the reported model.

· The manuscript would benefit from briefly stating whether the survey instrument was tested for validity and reliability (e.g., expert review or Cronbach’s alpha) to support the credibility of its 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 okay.


	

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


	Yes, the use of the English language in the manuscript was very fair.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Please proceed with the publications once the suggested corrections have been effected.
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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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