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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.


	The importance of this article lies in the fact that it deals with Nigeria as a case example in the field. Nigeria is significant as it is not only the most populous in Africa but also has a federal system, it’s economy and market are also large and significant. Then again the importance of the article is the gap that exists in academia dealing with such a topic, particularly as far as Africa and  Nigeria are involved. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	No I think the title can be improved as it has repetition and is not focused. A better title could be: Federal Legislative Oversight and Budgetary Delays in Nigeria: A Study of the 2015–2021 Period
	

	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.


	They need keywords. The abstract could be improved by refining its grammar, eliminating redundancy, and enhancing clarity. For instance, the opening sentence is vague and repetitive, and would benefit from a more precise articulation of Nigeria’s budgetary challenges. Several phrases—such as “complains are often transferred” and “causes of delay… with a view of identifying the causes”—should be restructured for conciseness and fluency. The abstract would also benefit from smoother transitions between its methodology, theoretical framework, and findings, ensuring that each element logically supports the next. Additionally, the conclusion should more effectively emphasize the significance of legislative reform and the urgency of establishing a clear budgetary timeline, rather than simply restating procedural recommendations. Overall, a more polished and coherent structure would strengthen the abstract’s academic impact.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes I think it looks sound. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are okay but the author/s can add through a comparative lenz. 
	

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


	No , the grammar, fluidity, flow, coherence and English definetly needs to be redone. In the interim they also need to expand the wording to be between 6000 to 10000 and not 5000 as now. 
	

	Optional/General comments


	With improvements, revisions and addition the article can be publishable. 
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)



	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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