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	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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 in my opinion is very relevant as the topic addresses some of the pertinent issues within the field of banking and finance, particularly in a developing economy. The empirical evidence presented on the relationship between credit risk management practices and loan performance in Uganda, is an area I believe has not been fully represented in literature. The findings provide practical insights for policymakers, regulators, and practitioners on how to strengthen risk management frameworks and enhance banking stability. Additionally, by focusing on commercial banks in Uganda, the study contributes to the understanding of the challenges and opportunities in credit risk management within emerging markets, which can be valuable for comparative studies and policy formulation.
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	The title is appropriate and needs no adjustment.
	

	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 in my opinion has provided a comprehensive overview of the study and has effectively summarised the research design and results.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically correct. The research design is clearly explained and appropriate for the study’s objectives. The data analysis techniques have been adequately applied and justified, while the findings are logically presented in line with the objectives.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient, relevant, and generally up-to-date.
	

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


	The language in my opinion is suitable for scholarly communication and the manuscript is well written. Double-check on minor inconsistencies like spacing issues in tables, occasional redundant phrases.
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	The title is relevant and the manuscript is well researched 
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