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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.


	The manuscript addresses an important topic related to the relationship between policy credibility, institutional behavior, and public financial management within the context of U.S. federal governance. By bringing together insights from public administration, institutional economics, and fiscal governance, the study contributes to a broader understanding of how institutional processes influence economic outcomes and international economic leadership. The synthesis of existing literature may be useful for scholars and policymakers interested in governance quality, fiscal discipline, and institutional effectiveness. Overall, the study provides a conceptual framework that can support further interdisciplinary research in this field.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title of the article generally reflects the main focus of the study and identifies the key concepts discussed in the manuscript, including policy credibility, organizational behaviour in U.S. federal institutions, and public financial management. However, the title is relatively long and could be made more concise to improve clarity and readability. A possible alternative title could be: “Policy Credibility, Organizational Behaviour, and Public Financial Management in U.S. Federal Institutions: Implications for Economic Outcomes and Global Leadership.”
	

	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 provides a clear overview of the main purpose of the study, the methodological approach, and the principal themes identified in the analysis. It adequately reflects the relationship between policy credibility, organizational behaviour in U.S. federal institutions, and public financial management. However, the abstract could be slightly improved by briefly clarifying the main research objective and by presenting the key findings in a more concise manner. In addition, reducing some descriptive phrases and emphasizing the main contribution of the study would further strengthen the clarity and focus of this section.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is generally scientifically sound and is based on a structured review of relevant literature. The theoretical discussion and methodological approach are appropriate for the topic and are supported by references from recognized academic sources. The study also follows a clear research design based on the PRISMA-ScR framework, which strengthens its methodological transparency. However, several sections of the manuscript could benefit from minor editorial revisions and clearer organization in order to improve the overall clarity and coherence of the scientific argument.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The manuscript includes a considerable number of references from relevant literature related to public administration, fiscal governance, and institutional economics. Many of the cited sources are recent and contribute to the theoretical and analytical foundation of the study. However, the reference list could be further strengthened by including additional recent studies on policy credibility, fiscal governance, and institutional trust published in the last few years. Incorporating a few more comparative or empirical studies on U.S. fiscal institutions and global economic leadership may also enhance the analytical depth of the manuscript.
	

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


	The language and English quality of the manuscript are generally understandable and appropriate for scholarly communication. However, there are several instances of grammatical errors, awkward phrasing, and repetition that could be improved to enhance clarity and readability. Careful proofreading and minor editing would make the manuscript more polished and professional for publication.
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