
	

	Journal Name:
	Asian Journal of Economics, Finance and Management

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_AJEFM_2146

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	CYBERSECURITY CHALLENGES AND TECHNOPUBLIC AUDITING: SAFEGUARDING DIGITAL ACCOUNTABILITY MECHANISMS IN THE NIGERIAN PUBLIC INSTITUTIONS

	Type of the Article
	Original Research Article


	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 works on the very important subject at the intersection of cybersecurity, auditing, and digital accountability in Nigeria’s public institutions. The paper contributes to a growing body of work that highlights the challenges of safeguarding digital infrastructures in the public sector. I find the focus on techno public auditing quite novel, and the analysis provides valuable insights for both practitioners and policymakers.

The study is significant because it addresses the under researched gap between traditional financial auditing and IT auditing, especially in developing countries. It shows how risk management plays a crucial role in strengthening accountability and reveals the paradoxical effect of IT audits when they are applied too rigidly. These findings will be useful for scholars, government agencies, and even international bodies concerned with digital governance.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is appropriate and clearly reflects the scope of the study. It does not require changes.
	

	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 summarizes the study well and reports key results clearly. However, adding one or two sentences on practical recommendations e.g how audit practices could be restructured or aligned with global standards. This would make the abstract more action-oriented for readers outside academia.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The research report is clear, and the regression analysis is properly reported. The paper has a logical flow from problem identification, literature review, methodology, findings, and conclusion. The discussion connects very well to theory and past research. Overall, it is scientifically robust and technically sound.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient and mostly recent spanning of 2021–2025. They support the arguments very well. To strengthen the paper further, the authors might consider citing a few international best practice frameworks such as OECD guidelines or World Bank reports on e-governance to situate the Nigerian case in a broader context.
	

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


	The English used in the paper is good and suitable for scholarly communication. A few sentences can be tightened for clarity for example: “The challenge of segregation poses serious hindrances” should be “The challenges of segregation pose serious hindrances”. These are minor issues and can be fixed easily during revision.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The paper is very well researched and relevant. The finding that IT auditing shows a significant but negative effect on digital accountability is especially interesting and deserves more reflection in the conclusion perhaps with suggestions on how IT audits can be restructured to avoid stifling innovation. I encourage the authors to expand the policy implications and provide a clearer roadmap for Nigerian institutions, while also connecting these lessons to international governance standards.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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