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	Reviewer’s comment
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	Author’s Feedback (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 makes a valuable contribution to the scientific community by empirically linking governance quality and human development outcomes in Nigeria—a context where governance reform has long been debated but seldom quantified with recent, high-quality data. By integrating World Bank governance indicators with the Human Development Index, the study advances the understanding of how institutional effectiveness, regulatory quality, and rule of law jointly shape human development trajectories in emerging economies. Its methodological approach, combining descriptive and ARDL analyses, strengthens the empirical evidence base connecting governance structures to tangible human-welfare outcomes. Furthermore, the paper offers timely insights for policymakers and scholars in development economics and public administration by illustrating that sustainable human development cannot occur without improvements in governance efficiency and institutional accountability. Overall, the manuscript contributes substantively to comparative governance and development studies, providing a replicable framework for assessing institutional impacts on welfare in similar contexts


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title of the manuscript, “Impact of Governance on Human Development in Nigeria”, is clear, concise, and directly reflects the central theme of the paper. It effectively signals both the independent variable (governance) and the dependent variable (human development), as well as the geographical focus (Nigeria).

However, to make the title more engaging and aligned with academic publishing standards—especially for international readership—you could slightly refine it to emphasize the analytical scope or causal focus of the study. Here are two suggested alternatives:

1. “Governance and Human Development in Nigeria: An Empirical Analysis of Institutional Effectiveness and Welfare Outcomes”

2. “Linking Governance Quality to Human Development: Evidence from Nigeria”


	

	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 the article is generally informative and well structured; it introduces the research problem, specifies the variables studied (governance quality and human development), outlines the methodology (use of World Bank and UNDP data with regression analysis), and presents the major findings and implications. However, it could be strengthened for clarity and scholarly precision.

Here are suggested improvements:

1. Clarity and conciseness – The opening sentence is somewhat repetitive (“insightful and interesting insights”). It could be simplified to “This study examines the implications of governance quality for human development in Nigeria.”

2. Coherence of findings – The findings paragraph could better distinguish between short-term and long-term effects for each governance dimension to make the causal logic clearer.

3. Interpretation balance – The description of the regulatory quality result is slightly ambiguous (“have not yet led to tangible gains”). It might be rephrased to clarify that improvements in regulatory quality are associated with potential rather than immediate gains in HDI.

4. Minor stylistic issue – “Does the Quality of Governance Matters?” in the title should read “Does the Quality of Governance Matter?” to ensure grammatical accuracy.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct in its core methods and reasoning. With minor refinements in methodological justification and causal interpretation, it will meet solid empirical research standards suitable for publication in economics or governance-oriented journals
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient but dated. Adding several post-2018 studies and recent UNDP/World Bank data reports would significantly enhance the manuscript’s currency and scholarly relevance.


	

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


	The manuscript’s English is understandable and adequate for peer review, but a language polish or copy-editing pass (preferably by a native or professional editor familiar with academic English) is recommended to improve fluency, tone, and stylistic consistency.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Minor Revision — The manuscript is scientifically valid and suitable for publication after minor improvements in referencing, methodological justification, and minor language refinement.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	There are no apparent ethical violations or omissions
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