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Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	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 article is more appropriate as a study that has fulfilled scientific studies.

Problem formulation, analysis techniques are not well structured
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The metaphor as a gold mine seems ambiguous, needs explanation
	

	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.


	In substance, the abstract contains objectives, methodology, research results. However, this abstract is not clearly defined
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The contents of this paper are true to the actual conditions, but the presentation does not meet the criteria as a scientific paper. Clear stages are needed from the initial process, literature review, discussion, conclusions and writing of correct references.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The literature review is very minimal and needs wider exploration to explain the right governance strategy that is suitable for application in Nigeria
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
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	Over all, this paper can be accepted, but need revision as the suggestion above.
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