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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 addresses a highly relevant and timely topic, particularly for countries like Nigeria where public financial management (PFM) reforms—such as the implementation of GIFMIS—have revealed both the opportunities and constraints of digitizing and modernizing fiscal governance. From my experience with Nigeria’s GIFMIS reform, I have seen firsthand how process inefficiencies, resistance to change, and capacity limitations can hinder the benefits of financial management information systems unless they are supported by adaptive governance frameworks. The manuscript’s examination of Agile and Lean methodologies provides valuable insights into how these shortcomings can be overcome through iterative decision-making, waste reduction, and stakeholder-cantered reform strategies.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Agile and Lean Approaches for Enhancing Accountability and Efficiency in Public Financial Management Systems
	

	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.


	Consider sharpening the conclusion: Instead of general statements, the conclusion could highlight 1–2 specific reforms supported by the findings.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The methodology adheres to PRISMA guidelines, and the research objectives are clearly defined. The literature review is thorough and integrates both theoretical and empirical insights across multiple sources. Findings are logically connected to the research questions, and discussion adequately contextualises both benefits and limitations of Agile/Lean frameworks. However, some UK, OECD countries are not emerging economies; the rationale for their inclusion should be clarified.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The manuscript cites a very extensive set of recent references, including sources from 2022–2025, IMF, World Bank, and OECD
	

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


	Overall, the language is understandable, and the manuscript reads well.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Consider adding a conceptual model illustrating how Agile and Lean jointly affect PFM outcomes; this would significantly enhance the article’s theoretical contribution.
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No ethical issues appear to be present. The study is a systematic literature review, which does not involve human participants, field experiments, or the collection of sensitive data
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