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[bookmark: PART__1:_Comments]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.
	This manuscript makes an important contribution to the scientific literature on fiscal decentralization by providing empirical evidence on how internal revenue mobilisation strategies influence development outcomes at the local government level in Ghana. By integrating Efficient Revenue Mobilisation Strategies (ERMS) and Other Revenue Efficient Options (OREO) within a single analytical framework, the study advances understanding of the institutional and administrative mechanisms that strengthen fiscal autonomy and accountability under decentralised governance . The use of robust quantitative methods and a municipal-level case study enriches comparative public finance research, particularly for developing countries facing persistent dependence on central government transfers. Overall, the findings offer policy- relevant insights that bridge theory and practice, informing scholars and policymakers on how local revenue systems can be better aligned with sustainable development outcomes
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	Yes, the title is suitable.
The current title accurately reflects the core focus of the study internal revenue mobilisation within a fiscal decentralisation framework and clearly signals the key dimensions examined, namely efficiency, accountability, and development outcomes at the local government level in Ghana. It is academically appropriate, informative, and aligned with the study’s objectives, methodology, and findings.
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	[bookmark: Is_the_abstract_of_the_article_comprehen]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.
	Yes, the abstract is largely comprehensive and well structured, as it clearly presents the study’s aim, design, methodology, key results, and conclusions in a logical flow. It meets standard expectations for empirical research articles and provides sufficient information for readers to understand the scope and relevance of the study.
However, a few targeted refinements are recommended to further strengthen the abstract: Clarify the research gap more explicitly
While the aim is clearly stated, the abstract would benefit from one brief clause explaining why this study is necessary (e.g., persistent IGF underperformance or weak linkage between revenue mobilisation and development outcomes under fiscal decentralisation).
Briefly indicate the theoretical or conceptual contribution
Adding a short phrase linking the findings to fiscal decentralisation, institutional capacity, or accountability would strengthen its scholarly contribution and appeal to a wider academic audience.
Tighten the presentation of results
The results section is informative but slightly dense. Consider summarising the statistical findings more succinctly (e.g., emphasising the direction and significance of relationships rather than multiple numerical details).
Strengthen the implications statement
The implications are appropriate, but they could be made more explicit by clearly stating how the findings inform policy, practice, or future research in decentralised local governance contexts.
Optional deletion (minor)
If the journal has strict word limits, consider removing very specific methodological details (e.g., software version) to make room for the research gap or theoretical relevance.
Overall assessment:
The abstract is comprehensive and publication-ready, but incorporating a clearer research gap, a brief
theoretical linkage, and slightly more concise results reporting would enhance its clarity, academic contribution, and impact.
	

	[bookmark: Is_the_manuscript_scientifically,_correc]Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound and methodologically correct.
The study applies an appropriate research design, uses clearly defined constructs, and employs standard quantitative techniques that are consistent with accepted practices in social science and public finance research.
From a scientific standpoint, the research objectives are clearly stated, the methodology is coherent with the research questions, and the statistical analyses (descriptive statistics, reliability tests, correlation, and multiple linear regression) are correctly applied and properly interpreted. The use of validated Likert- scale instruments, acceptable Cronbach’s alpha values (>0.70), and statistically significant results supports
the internal consistency and reliability of the findings. The conclusions drawn are logically aligned with the empirical evidence presented.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references are generally sufficient, relevant, and reasonably recent.
The manuscript draws on a solid mix of peer-reviewed journal articles, policy reports, and authoritative institutional sources (e.g., World Bank, Ministry of Finance Ghana, UNU-WIDER, NDPC), which is appropriate for a study on fiscal decentralisation and local public finance. A substantial proportion of the cited literature is from 2021–2025, indicating good engagement with recent research and current policy debates.
	

	[bookmark: Is_the_language/English_quality_of_the_a]Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	Yes, the language and overall English quality of the manuscript are suitable for scholarly communication. The writing is generally clear, formal, and consistent with academic conventions in the fields of economics, public finance, and public administration. Terminology is used appropriately, arguments are logically
structured, and the manuscript demonstrates a good command of technical and disciplinary language.
	

	[bookmark: Optional/General_comments]Optional/General comments
	The manuscript is well-structured, methodologically sound, and relevant to current debates on fiscal decentralisation and local government finance. The findings are clearly presented and supported by appropriate analysis. Minor refinements in language conciseness and broader contextual positioning would further strengthen the paper.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

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