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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.


	Manipulation and reveal consistent patterns across many diverse studies. The findings pave way for contributing to an insightful academic understanding of local public finance and the way it is influenced by the government . The review also provides a strong base for future research which is aimed at improving transparency, accountability, and fiscal management practices
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title is informative but overly long and dense. It may overwhelm readers and reduce clarity. A more concise title would improve readability while still capturing the core themes.
	

	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 generally comprehensive, but it should clearly mention the research method, specifically the systematic literature review of ten empirical studies. It would also benefit from briefly noting the practical implications for policymakers and public financial management. Improving flow and reducing repetition would further enhance clarity and readability.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The abstract is generally comprehensive but it should clearly mention the research method. Specifically the systematic literature review of ten empirical studies. It would also benefit from briefly noting and the practical implications for policymakers and public financial management. Improving flow and reducing repetition would further enhance clarity and readability.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are adequate but should include more recent studies on fiscal transparency, intergovernmental transfers, and political budget cycles to enhance depth, contemporary relevance, and overall scientific rigor.


	

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


	The language of the article is generally clear and understandable; however, certain sections would benefit from improved grammar, refined sentence structure, and more academic vocabulary. With moderate editing for clarity, coherence, and scholarly tone, the manuscript can meet the standards required for high-quality scholarly communication.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript presents a relevant topic with meaningful insights. Strengthening the conceptual framework, improving the flow between sections, and updating a few references will enhance its scholarly value. Clarifying the methodology and expanding the discussion of results would further improve clarity and overall contribution.
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	Author’s Feedback (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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