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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 paper has valuable merit for the scientific community because it tackles the perpetual problem of manipulation in financial statements using a valid analytical framework based on the Beneish M-Score coupled with financial ratio analysis.

Its contribution is significant in view of its focus on an under-researched sector within an emerging market context, where institutional enforcement and disclosure practices evolve continuously. The study provides empirical evidence that may help regulators, auditors, and investors identify early warnings of fraudulent reporting and contribute to the enhancement of capital markets transparency. In showing the predictive relevance of specific financial indicators, the manuscript further develops both the academic understanding and practitioner-oriented approaches to the detection of financial fraud.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the current title is generally suitable.
	

	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 usually informative; it outlines the purpose, methods, and key findings of the study.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is generally well structured, using recognized models.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	They are relevant in general but not fully sufficient or up-to-date.
	

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


	The language is generally understandable, but it requires improvement before publication. Several grammatical inconsistencies, overly long sentences, and shifts in tone can be found in the manuscript.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The article can be published
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	No
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