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PART  1: Review Comments 

 

 Reviewer’s comment 

Forensic Accounting is an important and new 

issue. The author was successful in choosing this 

subject. 

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) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 

 

The structure of the paper is strange, there is no introduction 
no back ground for this study no research methodology. 
 
I recommend : 

1- Introduction. “a general statement of the problem, 
or rather, the purpose for engaging in the study” 

2- The theoretical framework is not sufficient Most of 
it about Nigerian regulation system. Nothing 
about the previous studies? Often, a literature 
review is conducted in a given subject area before a 
research question is identified 

3- Research Methodology and Development of 
Research Hypotheses. Hypotheses should be build 
after reviewing  

4- Bibliography is insufficient. 

 

Minor REVISION comments   

Optional/General comments Merge all the challenges in one statement no need for 5 

statements. 
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