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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 manuscript is apt at this time going by the sensitive nature of the field/scope it covers either to individual, organization or government. Also, it goes to show the interrelationship and vulnerability it has with third-party and the growing concerns of the risks it is opened to. The manuscript recommendation of performance monitoring, software audits, having cybersecurity clauses in vendor contracts and promoting a cross-cultural intelligence sharing is a plus. I want to add here too the need for collaboration among the stakeholders for effective zero-in threats. Furthermore, this manuscript will not only keep stakeholders abreast of situational and real-life occurrences, it will serve as an institutional premise for researchers to build upon to save the financial world.     
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	The title is ok but I want to suggest if ‘management’ is added to it. So that it goes as thus: Mitigating Cybersecurity Risks in Financial Institutions through Strategic Third- Party Risk Governance and Management Frameworks
	

	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 going by the dataset involved. I want to ask why descriptive statistics and not predictive statistics? Since the overall goal here is to forestall or reduce or minimize the risk encountered in financial institution. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically correct because it offers current review of literature and the adequate information it carries. The statistics were verified and accounted for in the literature. Also, the questions asked and the objectives tendered are just ok. The method and result and discussion section are good. I personally like the arrangement of the manuscript
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	Yes, the references are not only sufficient and recent, they are well captured in the manuscript.
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	Yes, the language/quality of the English is not only suitable for scholarly communications, the goal which is the essence of the manuscript as for was achieved. 
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