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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 study addresses an important and practical issue: the adequacy and responsiveness of local government revenue generation in relation to sustainable development, with a specific case on Bayugan City, Agusan del Sur. It provides valuable insights into how fiscal capacity, resource mobilization, and governance mechanisms at the local level contribute to development outcomes. The focus on the Philippines’ decentralization framework makes the study highly relevant for policymakers, scholars, and development practitioners. It also serves as a reference for other LGUs facing similar challenges in balancing fiscal self-reliance with developmental needs.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is suitable, precise, and accurately reflects the study’s scope. No revision needed.
	

	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 comprehensive, clearly summarizing objectives, context, methodology, and findings. However, it could be improved by briefly mentioning the methodological tools (e.g., use of interviews, survey of barangay officials) and a sentence on key recommendations. This would make it more informative to readers scanning abstracts.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is generally sound and well-grounded in the Local Government Code of 1991 and related fiscal administration theories. It makes effective use of both primary (interviews, local data) and secondary sources. However, some sections (e.g., Results and Discussion) are descriptive rather than analytical. Strengthening the link between findings and sustainable development indicators (economic, social, and environmental outcomes) would improve the scientific contribution.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are adequate, mixing local and international sources. Many are relatively dated (1980s–1990s) and could be supplemented with more recent studies on local governance, fiscal decentralization, and sustainable development (e.g., UNDP, World Bank, OECD reports, 2015–2023).
	

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


	The language is understandable and formal, but the manuscript would benefit from careful editing for grammar, conciseness, and clarity. Long sentences should be simplified to improve scholarly readability.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The paper is a useful case study of fiscal management at the LGU level. The use of both traditional and non-traditional practices (automation, recognition of taxpayers, etc.) is a strength. The manuscript could be further improved by:

1. Strengthening the analysis with tables/figures summarizing trends in revenue and development projects.

2. Linking findings more explicitly to Sustainable Development Goals (SDGs).

3. Discussing limitations of the study (e.g., reliance on self-reported data from local officials).
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