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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.


	This manuscript contributes to the scientific community by offering a practical, evidence-based framework for aligning village fund allocation with local development potential and constraints. It strengthens place-based development theory by demonstrating how equity-sensitive fiscal transfers can improve rural governance and inclusive growth. The study also provides a replicable methodological approach applicable to decentralized systems beyond Indonesia.
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	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 clear, well-structured, and sufficiently comprehensive, effectively outlining the study’s context, objectives, methodology, key findings, and contributions. It successfully highlights the relevance of equity-oriented village fund allocation in a decentralized governance setting. However, the abstract could be marginally strengthened by more explicitly stating the research gap and briefly indicating the methodological approach. Overall, no major revisions are required, and only minor refinements are suggested for clarity and emphasis.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript appears to be scientifically sound and methodologically appropriate for its stated objectives. The research design is coherent, the use of primary and secondary data is suitable, and the analytical framework is logically applied to the study context. The arguments are well supported by empirical evidence, and the conclusions are consistent with the findings. Overall, no fundamental scientific flaws are evident, and the manuscript meets acceptable scholarly standards, subject to minor clarifications and refinements.
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	The language and overall English quality of the manuscript are suitable for scholarly communication. The writing is clear, formal, and largely free of grammatical or stylistic errors, with appropriate academic tone and terminology. Minor editorial refinements may further improve clarity and flow in a few sections, but no substantive language revision is required.
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