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	PART 1: Comments

	
	Reviewer’s comment
Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.
	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.
	· It is important for scientific community since it addresses local taxation of outdoor advertising structures in Nigeria.
· And It also provides frameworks for urban planning finance
· Research findings is valuable reference for researchers, policymakers on fiscal decentralization and urban development
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	· Yes
· This manuscript entitled” Policy framework for fair and effective local taxation of outdoor advertising structures in rivers state, Nigeria” is suitable since it convinces the readers that a paper is about policy framework, it also shows what to be achieved like: fairness and
effectiveness in regulating outdoor advertising structures at local taxation in Nigeria
	

	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.
	· Paper abstract is well structured and informative but there are a few areas where you need to improve for clarity.
· For instance, do not start abstract by saying this study propose, you may use “this study investigate or explore Policy framework for fair and effective local taxation of outdoor advertising structures in rivers state, Nigeria”.
· In abstract section, include the models or theories that your study is anchored,
· You also need to make clarification of your research methodology in abstract section.
· You also need to remove the abbreviations in abstract section.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	· Yes,
· But revise your whole draft for grammar errors. For example, in introduction, first paragraph: line four where you write however, in rivers state in river stat, however.
· You also need to use proper terms and verbs; and
· In introduction section, the paragraphs are long.
· I think that paragraph after research questions can be written as significance of the study or be removed
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	· Yes
· But you need to use APA format for the whole draft. For instance, in theoretical review where you write more than two authors like Adam Smith, Henry Simons, and Richard Musgrave, you can write “Smith et al, (1990)”.
· You need more improvement for theoretical review. For example, you can start by saying this theory was proposed or formulated by author/s (year of publication) and this theory suggests that……….
· In Reference lists section, use APA format
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	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	· You also need to use app. Grammarly.com (software) and proofreading software for more improvement
	

	Optional/General comments
	· Revise the whole manuscript for more clarification, completeness and impact
· You also need to make recommendation based on the research findings and or research questions
· You can formulate research questions after research objectives
· Don’t numbering recommendations
· Avoid long paragraph
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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