Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	Asian Journal of Economics, Business and Accounting

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_AJEBA_137923

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	Fiscal Decentralization and Poverty in Selected African Countries: A case of per Capital Index

	Type of the Article
	


	PART  1: Comments



	
	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 makes a significant contribution to the literature on poverty alleviation and fiscal policy by empirically examining the effects of fiscal decentralization on poverty in selected African countries. The study’s nuanced differentiation between expenditure and revenue decentralization provides valuable insights into their distinct impacts on per capita income, a widely accepted proxy for poverty. Furthermore, the inclusion of institutional quality as a moderating variable enriches the analytical framework and adds depth to the policy implications. Given the ongoing challenges of poverty in Africa and the push toward decentralized governance, this research holds substantial relevance for policymakers, scholars, and international development agencies.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Current Title:
“Fiscal Decentralization and Poverty in Selected African Countries: A Panel Data Analysis”
Assessment:
The current title is generally suitable but could be improved for precision and clarity.

Suggested Alternative:
“The Impact of Fiscal Decentralization on Poverty Reduction in African Countries: Evidence from Panel Data (2006–2023)”
This alternative highlights the study’s focus, timeframe, and methodological approach more clearly.


	

	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 and broadly covers the study’s objectives, data sources, methods, key findings, and policy implications.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is methodologically sound and employs appropriate econometric techniques such as panel unit root tests, fixed/random effects, and feasible generalized least squares (FGLS). The analytical choices are well-justified given the nature of the data.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are generally adequate and include a mix of foundational and recent sources.
	

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


	Assessment:
The manuscript is generally understandable, but the English needs polishing to meet scholarly publication standards. Some sections contain long, complex sentences, and a few grammatical inconsistencies may hinder clarity.

Recommendation:
A thorough language edit by a native or professional academic editor is advised to improve fluency, coherence, and academic tone.
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