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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 study makes an important contribution by addressing a practical gap in integrating quality assurance practices into agile software development. 

agile methodologies are widely adopted, quality assurance is often underrepresented or we can say inconsistently applied. Using a structured framework validated with empirical data, the paper offers actionable insights for both researchers and practitioners. This benefits the broader community by advancing knowledge in agile project management and ensuring quality outcomes in real-world software projects.
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	The paper provides a good balance between theory and practice. It identifies challenges, supports them with survey evidence, and proposes practical strategies. The integration of frameworks such as continuous integration/testing, user stories, and QA visibility demonstrates originality. 
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