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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.


	Yes, this manuscript is important for the scientific community, especially in public administration, governance, development economics, and decentralization policy. This study discusses the implementation of budgeting programs as one of the instruments of public financial reform in improving organizational performance in decentralized authorities (DTA) in Cameroon. The focus of the study on two mediating variables, namely reducing information asymmetry and optimizing resource allocation, shows a strong theoretical approach and is relevant to the agency theory framework and the New Public Management paradigm. In addition, the use of quantitative methods through a survey of 46 DTAs and linear regression analysis provides a solid empirical basis and can be replicated in other developing country contexts.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	Yes
	

	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 informative but not fully comprehensive. Several key elements of the study have been presented, such as background, objectives, general methods, and main results. However, this abstract can still be improved in terms of structure and completeness of information to meet ideal scientific standards. Suggestions for improvement in improving the abstract are: Start with a concise background sentence and focus on the core problem and explicitly the objectives, methods, sample size, analysis techniques, main variables (independent, mediating, dependent), and results and implications.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, Because the writing in general is quite good, but there are several things that need to be improved, starting, title, abstract, introduction, method and discussion by paying attention to the rules and scientific elements of writing the manuscript; In general, this manuscript can be stated as scientifically correct, because it meets many main criteria in writing good scientific papers. This research begins with a strong and relevant background, namely the need for public budgeting reform in the context of decentralization in Cameroon. The author also builds a clear theoretical framework, basing the analysis on agency theory and the results-based management approach. This manuscript shows consistency between the research objectives, problem formulation, conceptual framework, and analysis methods. The selection of quantitative methods through a survey of 46 local governments, as well as the use of multiple linear regression analysis with mediating variables, is an appropriate and relevant approach to test the hypothesized causal relationship. In terms of data validity and reliability, the author has conducted a construct validity test using factor analysis and shows adequate KMO and Cronbach's Alpha values ​​for all variables, indicating good instrument quality. The results of the study are presented with adequate statistical analysis and logical interpretation, and supported by relevant and up-to-date literature citations. In addition, the conclusions drawn are consistent with the findings and are based on data that has been analyzed systematically. Although there are some minor shortcomings, such as an abstract that is not fully comprehensive and a lack of data visualization, such as more representative graphs or tables, this does not reduce the scientific integrity of this study.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are still lacking, there needs to be additional references, especially the most recent international journals from the last 5 years that are adequate and relevant to the writing.
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