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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.


	1. This manuscript makes a significant contribution to the scientific community by addressing a critical gap in empirical research regarding the impact of fiscal decentralization on human development in Africa. 

2. While existing studies often overlook this relationship or provide inconclusive results, this paper offers robust panel data analysis spanning 18 years across ten African countries, utilizing both expenditure and revenue decentralization metrics. 

3. The findings not only enhance our understanding of how decentralized fiscal structures influence human development outcomes such as the Human Development Index (HDI), but also highlight the contrasting effects of expenditure versus revenue decentralization. 

4. These insights provide a valuable foundation for policymakers seeking to improve development outcomes and reduce poverty through more effective fiscal governance.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
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	Yes the title is is generally suitable
	

	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 of the article is informative and generally comprehensive it outlines the problem, objective, data, methods, findings, and recommendations.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct and methodologically appropriate, but it would benefit from:

· A clearer explanation of contradictory findings,

· A more robust discussion of endogeneity and causality,

· More precise descriptions of variables and indicators,

· Better integration of theory with empirical findings.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references in the manuscript are generally sufficient and recent, with a noticeable emphasis on works published between 2020 and 2024, which meets the standards for currency in contemporary academic research.
	

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


	The language quality of the article is generally understandable, but it requires significant improvement to meet the standards of scholarly communication, particularly for publication in an international academic journal.

Misuse of Punctuation and Formatting: Several sentences are missing commas, contain misplaced parentheses, or lack consistent citation formatting. Sample (Jianing & Yang, 2023), Miao and Li (2023), along with Xu and Lin (2022)
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