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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.


	This manuscript makes a substantial contribution to the scientific understanding of legislative oversight and budgetary efficiency in developing democracies, with a focus on Nigeria as a case study. By examining the persistent delays in the nation's budgetary system from 2015 to 2021, it offers valuable insights into the institutional, procedural, and political dynamics that hinder timely fiscal governance. The study extends the application of structural-functional theory to legislative performance, providing a framework that scholars and policymakers can adapt to evaluate governance systems in similar contexts. Furthermore, it addresses a critical gap in the literature on legislative-executive relations in Africa and offers empirically grounded recommendations that can inform reforms aimed at enhancing transparency, accountability, and democratic consolidation.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Legislative Oversight and Budgetary Delays in Nigeria’s Federal System (2015–2021)
	

	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 abstract is comprehensive but would benefit from clearer articulation of the methodology and key findings in separate sentences. You may also delete repetitive phrases and briefly highlight the policy implications to strengthen its relevance for readers.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct in its use of structural-functional theory and qualitative analysis
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	It is recommended to include newer studies on budgetary governance and legislative oversight (e.g., World Bank 2022; OECD 2021; CABRI 2023) to enhance the paper’s contemporary relevance and scholarly depth.
	

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


	The writing contains grammatical inconsistencies, repetitive phrasing, and awkward sentence structures that could be improved through professional editing for clarity, cohesion, and academic tone
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript presents a relevant and timely topic that adds value to discussions on governance and fiscal policy in Nigeria. However, improving the flow of arguments, updating references, and refining the English expression would make the paper stronger and more publishable in an international scholarly journal.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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