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 Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, 
correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the 
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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
The authors should revise the following points: 
 
Introduction 
The main objective (in the introduction section) should be moved to the end of introduction and write in paragraph form, not in 
numbering, as well as the research questions. 
Please delete hypothesis null in introduction, the hypothesis should be written after Empirical Review Section. 

Please add explanation, What is the urgency of this research take place in Pabod Breweries/ why Pabod Breweries? 
 
Conceptual Review 
Too much explanation about Forensic auditing and Fraud, please summarize it. 
Please add explanation/conceptual framework (in paragraph form) regarding the relationship between forensic auditing and fraud 
detection & prevention before propose the hypothesis. Note: Best to just state H1 
 
Result/ Discussion 
the discussion section is too short, it needs to be added and linked to the theory as well as to the results of previous research. The 
explanation of each table in the results also only repeats the numbers contained in the table instead of explaining their meaning. 
 
Conclusion 
Please re-write the conclusion and recommendation in paragraph form 
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Please add some latest papers for the year of 2021 from reputable journal 
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