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	Reviewer’s comment
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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 provides a valuable empirical contribution to the study of public sector reform and performance measurement, particularly within the context of developing countries. It focuses on the implementation of program budgeting in Cameroon's Decentralised Territorial Authorities (DTAs) and assesses its effect on organisational performance. The study’s use of regression analysis and its emphasis on mediating variables such as information asymmetry and resource allocation offer a methodological advancement in the field. It is highly relevant for scholars and policymakers interested in New Public Management, decentralisation, and performance-based budgeting in the Global South.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title is generally suitable but could be slightly improved for clarity and completeness.

Suggested Alternative Title:
“Assessing the Impact of Program Budgeting on Organisational Performance in Cameroon's Decentralised Territorial Authorities”
	

	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, capturing the context, purpose, methodology, and key findings. However, it could be strengthened by:

· Including specific statistical results or significance levels.

· Explicitly naming the two mediating variables (information asymmetry reduction and optimal resource allocation).

· Indicating the sample size in the abstract itself.

Suggested Improvements:

· Mention the sample of 46 communes.

· Specify that regression analysis confirmed both hypotheses.

· Replace vague terms like “results provide evidence” with more concrete findings.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound. The theoretical framework is well-grounded in established literature on New Public Management, performance measurement, and agency theory. The methodology is appropriate, with robust use of multiple linear regression and factor analysis to validate scales and hypotheses. The findings are consistent with theoretical expectations and well-discussed.

Minor issues:

· Some typographical and formatting inconsistencies in tables and in-text references.

· The conceptual model figure appears twice in succession; one instance may be redundant.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	he references are sufficiently comprehensive, drawing on both foundational theories (e.g., Jensen & Meckling, 1976; Bourguignon, 1995) and recent literature. Most cited works are relevant and credible.

Suggestions:

· A few more recent sources (post-2020) on program budgeting or decentralised governance in Africa could enhance the currency of the manuscript.

· Consider referencing recent World Bank or UNDP publications on fiscal decentralisation and performance budgeting.
	

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


	The manuscript demonstrates acceptable English proficiency for scholarly communication, but the language could be improved for fluency, grammar, and clarity.

Suggestions:

· Use professional proofreading to fix minor issues such as subject-verb agreement, awkward phrasing, and inconsistent use of tenses.

· Avoid overly long sentences and technical jargon without definition.
	

	Optional/General comments


	 manuscript makes a timely and contextually relevant contribution to the literature on public financial management in Africa.

The empirical analysis is rigorous, and the policy implications are well-articulated.

A brief discussion on limitations and future research directions would further strengthen the conclusion.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	NO
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