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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.


	The manuscript addresses a highly relevant and contemporary issue concerning the governance of student loan allocation in public institutions, particularly within developing economies such as Nigeria. By integrating artificial intelligence with data governance principles, the study contributes to the emerging discourse on trustworthy and responsible AI in public finance. The work extends existing literature by shifting focus from efficiency-driven AI adoption to legitimacy, fairness, and stakeholder trust, which are critical for public sector acceptance. Overall, the study provides valuable theoretical and policy-oriented insights for researchers, policymakers, and public administrators working on AI-enabled governance systems.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is clear, focused, and accurately reflects the core objective and scope of the study. It effectively communicates the integration of AI, data governance, transparency, and fairness in student loan allocation within public institutions.
	

	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 is largely comprehensive and well-structured. It clearly outlines the research context, methodology, key findings, and policy implications. However, the following minor improvements are suggested:

· Briefly mention the sample size (578 respondents) to strengthen methodological transparency.

· Clarify that the dataset is simulated but empirically analysed, as this distinction is important for readers.

· The keywords may be refined for academic consistency (e.g., “AI-driven Data Governance,” “Student Loan Allocation,” “Transparency,” “Fairness”).
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound. The study demonstrates a clear research problem, well-defined objectives, and an appropriate quantitative methodology. The use of reliability analysis, regression models, and PLS-SEM is suitable and correctly applied. The statistical interpretations are coherent and logically aligned with the results. The discussion effectively links empirical findings with existing theories and literature. Minor issues related to clarity and structure do not undermine the scientific validity of the work.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are adequate, relevant, and largely recent, with a strong representation of studies from 2021–2025. The manuscript demonstrates good engagement with contemporary literature on AI governance, public finance, and trust in public institutions. No critical references appear to be missing.
	

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


	The language is generally suitable for scholarly communication and conveys complex ideas effectively. However, the manuscript would benefit from moderate language editing to improve grammatical consistency, sentence clarity, and academic tone. Some sections contain repetitive phrasing and long sentences that could be simplified for better readability.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	No Ethical Issues. The authors have clearly stated that ethical clearance was obtained, and anonymity of respondents was maintained. Ethical considerations are adequately addressed.
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