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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 is important to the scientific community as it contributes to a growing but still under-explored area of research—the application of Agile and Lean governance principles in public financial management within emerging economies. By synthesizing empirical evidence and case studies, it provides valuable insights into how these frameworks can enhance fiscal accountability, budgeting efficiency, and service delivery. The study also highlights key institutional barriers and capacity needs, offering future research directions and practical guidance for policymakers. Ultimately, this work supports the advancement of more transparent, adaptive, and efficient public governance systems in developing nations.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	Yes, the title “AGILE GOVERNANCE FRAMEWORKS FOR STRENGTHENING PUBLIC FINANCIAL MANAGEMENT IN EMERGING ECONOMIES” is suitable and accurately reflects the content of the manuscript.
	

	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.


	Assessment

The abstract is generally comprehensive. It includes the aim, methodology, key findings, and conclusion, which are essential components for a strong academic abstract. It clearly indicates the focus on Agile and Lean governance in public financial management within emerging economies.

However, there are areas where clarity, conciseness, and structure can be improved:

Suggested Improvements

Methodology details could be streamlined.

It currently includes extensive database names—these can be shortened to keep the abstract concise.

Key results should be more specific and quantifiable where possible.

Listing general benefits is useful, but including a clearer summary of outcome measures would enhance credibility.

Avoid repetition.

The abstract repeats ideas about challenges and benefits multiple times.

Conclusion could briefly note implications for future governance or policy.

This would make the abstract stronger and more forward-looking.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Overall, the manuscript is scientifically correct in its core arguments and thematic focus, but there are a few areas where the scientific rigor can be strengthened.

Scientifically Strong Aspects

Clear alignment between objectives, methodology, findings, and conclusions — the manuscript follows a logical academic structure.

Correct explanation of Agile and Lean methodologies and their application in public sector governance.

Use of credible sources including IMF, World Bank, and OECD reports — supporting the relevance of findings.

Case studies (Rwanda and Nigeria) provide real-world grounding for the claims. The manuscript’s scientific foundation is valid: the concepts are correctly described, evidence generally supports the conclusions, and the review approach is appropriate for the research questions. However, adding more rigor in data interpretation and methodological transparency would strengthen its validity for publication in a peer-reviewed journal.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes — the references in the manuscript are both sufficient and recent, with most citations falling between 2020 and 2025 .
	

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


	Overall, the manuscript demonstrates good English proficiency, and the content is understandable and coherent across all major sections.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)
Based on the content provided in the manuscript, there are no ethical issues present in its current form
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