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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 paper is a good one for the scientific and public governance community highlighting the important role of risk management frameworks in improving governance processes.

By selecting the National Treasury of Kenya in North Rift as the locus, this study provides empirical evidence showing a positive correlation between internal audit and public resource management.

The findings support the integration of risk management into public sector operations to enhance transparency, accountability and efficiency.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title, "Influence of Risk Management Framework on Governance Processes in Public Sector: A Case of National Treasury in the Northrift, Kenya,"is generally clear and informative. 
However, the word “Influence” could be replaced with “Impact” which is more commonly used in academic titles and has stronger analytical weight than “influence.” 
	

	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 of this article is fairly comprehensive, but could be improved to be clearer and ensure that all key elements are included concisely:

1. Clarify Research Objectives:

Explicitly state the objectives of assessing the relationship between risk management frameworks and governance processes. This will help to set the context more effectively.

2. Focus More on Results:

The results section is too dense. Make it more concise and focus more on the statistical findings so that readers can quickly grasp the core findings.

3. Improve Conclusions:

The conclusions could be shortened slightly to emphasize the significance of the findings and provide clearer future directions.

4. Avoid Overloading Methodological Details:

While methodology is important, too much detail in the abstract can be overwhelming for readers. Mentioning “hypothesis testing” and detailed statistical results may be more appropriate in the full text.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, this manuscript looks scientific and can be accounted for based on the content provided.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The paper includes a diverse and mostly relevant reference list, combining theoretical frameworks and empirical studies.
However, journal representation is limited. The references mainly cite theses, reports, and government publications, with relatively few papers from indexed international journals such as Public Administration Review, Journal of Risk and Governance, or International Journal of Public Sector Management.
	

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


	The general language quality of the manuscript seems acceptable for scientific communication. But it would be better if some injection was done using Grammarly or other similar tools.
	

	Optional/General comments


	This paper presents a relevant study on how risk management frameworks affect governance in the Kenyan public sector, focusing on the National Treasury in North Rift. 
The study makes a valuable contribution to the public accountability discourse, with sound methodology and well-supported findings.
Areas for Revision: Needs language polishing, clearer abstract and conclusion, and inclusion of more recent scholarly references.
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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?
	
	

	If plagiarism is suspected, please provide related proofs or web links.
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	Here reviewer should declare his/her competing interest. If nothing to declare he/she can write “I declare that I have no competing interest as a reviewer”
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Accept As It Is: (>9-10)

Minor Revision: (>8-9)

Major Revision: (>7-8)

Serious Major revision: (>5-7)
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Strongly rejected (with irreparable deficiencies.): (>0-3)
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