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	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 article focuses on informant involvement as a strategic weapon for fighting fraud within Nigeria's federal government ministries, departments, and agencies (MDAs), addressing a crucial and frequently overlooked topic in the oversight of the public sector. The paper offers a thorough examination of how different actors might work together to improve reliability, ethics, and openness for governments by using an investor model. The results add important new information to the worldwide conversation on government, fighting corruption, and the efficacy of whistle-blower laws, especially in nations that are developing.
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	Yes, the Title is clearly suitable, 
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	The abstract covers the main elements—problem, approach, outcomes, and recommendations—and is fairly thorough and well-structured. It may still be improved to be more succinct, accessible and in line with professional norms. Here are some particular recommendations:
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The abstract suggests that the manuscript's framework of concepts, methods, and appraisal of the results are all solid academically. The following particular arguments back up that review:

The study links the absence of insider participation with inadequate oversight to misconduct in Nigerian FMDAs, a crucial oversight problem.
A regression approach and an online method are appropriate for investigating correlations among factors like accounting structures, specialist auditors, and reporting procedures.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the citations tend to be enough and fairly current, which is necessary to keep the document current and scientifically relevant.


	

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


	Yes, the English is readable and understandable. 
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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


	

	Are there competing interest issues in this manuscript?
	This manuscript does not appear to have any obvious conflicts of interest, according to the abstract and reference list. Here is a more thorough evaluation:

The study looks into deception and espionage in the government sector, a subject that has been extensively studied in finance and government departments.

Despite endorsing any partisan, business, or institutional goals, the writer or writers employ an empirical strategy.
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