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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.


	By critically assessing the relationship between materialism, cybercrime, and religious teachings in the Nigerian context, this article makes a unique and timely contribution to the academic community. As for more, it broadens the comprehension of socio-religious narratives, which can influence deviant behaviour by linking the emergence of transactional gospel teachings with youth involvement in online fraud. Empirical social research combined with a religious context (Calvinism) provides depth and interdisciplinary relevance for cultural understanding. The study is particularly useful for scholars in sociology, religious studies, criminology, and African studies who want to understand the broader impact of the commercialization of religion on Nigerian society.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title appropriately reflects the theme.
	

	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 topic is suitably reflected in the title. The goal and methodology are stated in the abstract in clear terms.

Therefore, the main conclusions (including the statistical significance and Pearson correlation coefficients) are not specifically mentioned in the abstract. Additionally, the theoretical model—which would serve to ground the reader's expectations—is not mentioned.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The following scientific flaws were identified: 

Sample selection and methodological clarity: the use of targeted sample selection is not explained in depth, and the questionnaire format, pre-testing, and validation—all crucial for guaranteeing quantitative accuracy—are not thoroughly explained.

The theoretical legitimacy of this study is undermined by the oversimplification or incorrect application of Calvinist doctrine (e.g., material prosperity is equated with divine election without any theological or research grounding).

Correlation ≠ causal relationship: despite presenting strong correlation data, the study assumes that transactional evangelism and cyber fraud are causally related without accounting for confounding variables.

Inadequate data analysis depth: No multivariate analysis is offered to substantiate the assertions, and the interpretation of Pearson's correlation values is not sufficiently thorough.

Language and grammar problems: The manuscript's clarity and dependability are diminished by many typographical and grammatical mistakes.

As for more, in many places, the author's personal opinion is presented without any confirmation from sources, especially in the literature review. There is also an unambiguous opinion in theological reviews, which are universally accepted and require scientific justification. As with the need to update data, e.g. Pew Research Centre (2010) data is 15 years old and no longer relevant.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The article incorporates several sources pertinent to the subject, encompassing both theological and social-scientific viewpoints, and features multiple contemporary citations (e.g., 2023 and 2022), reflecting an endeavour to uphold relevance and innovation in this domain. Even while the references are typically suitable, some of them are missing important citation details, including journal names or DOI numbers, which compromises academic transparency and accuracy. Furthermore, there is an excessive dependence on Nigerian sources, which, although appropriate in certain situations, prevents the incorporation of more global viewpoints on linked subjects like materialism and cybercrime.

Some background from religion’s sociology in order to present the importance from classical point of view would be more profound, like Max Weber's Theory of Protestant Ethics was mentioned in abstract but did not elaborate in the text, thou it could be essential. Also, it is not indicated in the bibliography. Also would suggest including some of these: Chepkwony, A., & Kiplangat, A. K. (2022). Violence in the age of technology: Theological reflections on cyber crime. East African Journal of Traditions, Culture and Religion, 5(2), 32–39. https://doi.org/10.37284/eajtcr.5.2.613
Enaikele, M. D., Adeleke, T. A., & Adeoye, R. A. (2022). Get-rich-quick syndrome and the incidence of human rituals among South-West Nigerian youths: A sociological analysis of associated factors. NIU Journal of Humanities, 7(3), 101–112. https://ijhumas.com/ojs/index.php/niuhums/article/view/1527
Renaud, K., & Dupuis, M. (2023). Cybersecurity insights gleaned from world religions. Computers & Security, 130, 103326. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cose.2023.103326

	

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


	Unfortunately, not yet suitable for scholarly communication. Some remarks: 
Grammar and Syntax: The article’s clarity is loaded by a number of grammatical mistakes, awkward wording, and irregular sentence structures. Subject-verb conflicts, improper prepositional usage, and ambiguous or informal statements (such as "they eat religion" or "factor standing out among many other factors") just few examples. 

Academic Tone: The formal, objective tone that is expected in academic writing is frequently absent from the language. Untrustworthy language and idioms (such as casual allusions to interviews or generalizations like "it is no doubt a truism…") ought to be edited or eliminated.

Dismissal and Repetition: Readability is impacted by the excessive repetition of some phrases and concepts, such as "material wealth" and "transactional gospel," without changing their phrasing.

Consistency and Drift: Occasionally, paragraphs lack organization and present ideas in a fragmented way. For a more logical flow, the transitions between sections could be strengthened.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The article requires a more objective tone and the proper correction. 
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 
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