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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.


	· The manuscript provides important empirical evidence on modern human resource management and its implication on service delivery and administrative performance using a representative sample and rigorous methodology. Besides, the manuscript attempted to bridge the existing empirical gap by providing context specific examination of the subject matter.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
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	· The title of the article is not clear, informative and does not align with the objective of the study. I rather recommend this title will best fit with the objective of the study: The role of Modern HRM Practices on service delivery and administrative Effectiveness in Nigerian Local Government Council.
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	· The abstract is comprehensive as it clearly describes the objective of the study, the study area, the sample and sampling techniques. In addition, the abstract clearly depicts the research approach and methodology and the data analysis techniques utilized. Moreover, the article provides the key findings and set important recommendations for policy makers and other concerned bodies. However, the manuscript did not describe the results from the key informant interview.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	· The manuscript is scientifically correct as it relies on representative sample and rigorous estimation techniques. In addition, the manuscript used a mixed approach to triangulate the finding from quantitative techniques using key informant interview. This would have a paramount importance to generate the finding that is more reliable and valid. 
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