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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.


	This manuscript makes an important contribution to the scientific community by synthesizing recent empirical evidence on how various fiscal instruments—such as PAD, DAU, DAK, DBH, the flypaper effect, and SiLPA—shape opportunistic behavior in local government budgeting. By integrating findings from Indonesian and international studies, it highlights critical patterns in political budget manipulation that are highly relevant to scholars of public finance, political economy, and decentralization. The review also fills a methodological and thematic gap by connecting intergovernmental transfers, fiscal discretion, and institutional incentives within a single analytical framework. Overall, the manuscript provides valuable insights that can guide future research, inform policy reforms, and support efforts to strengthen transparency and accountability in regional fiscal governance.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title “Reviewing the Evidence: How Local Own-Source Revenue, Special Allocation Funds, Revenue-Sharing Funds, the Flypaper Effect, and Budget Surpluses Shape Opportunistic Behavior” is generally suitable because it accurately reflects the core variables and constructs examined in the manuscript. It clearly communicates that the paper is a literature-based review and highlights the key fiscal components linked to opportunistic behavior in regional budgeting.
	

	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, as it clearly outlines the aims, study design, methodology, and major findings of the review. It effectively identifies the key fiscal instruments examined and highlights the overall pattern of opportunistic behavior reported in the literature. However, the abstract is dense and somewhat lengthy, with some sentences that could be streamlined for clarity and readability. Additionally, it does not clearly articulate the novel contribution of the review or its practical implications, both of which are important for strengthening its value to the scientific community.

Suggested Additions
· Include one sentence emphasizing the novelty or gap this review addresses (e.g., the scarcity of updated post-2020 evidence or the need for integrated insights across fiscal instruments).

· Add a brief statement on policy relevance or practical recommendations for improving transparency or fiscal governance.

· Consider stating the theoretical lens (e.g. Agency Theory) if the journal expects this clarity in the abstract.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Overall, the manuscript is scientifically sound, as it is grounded in established theories such as Agency Theory, Political Business Cycle Theory, and the Flypaper Effect, and it systematically synthesizes findings from credible, peer-reviewed studies. The variables examined (PAD, DAU, DAK, DBH, flypaper effect, and SiLPA) are conceptually appropriate for studying opportunistic fiscal behavior, and the relationships reported are consistent with prior empirical research in public finance and political economy. The methodology—qualitative literature synthesis—is correctly applied, and the tables summarizing article profiles, methods, and findings enhance transparency and rigor.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the manuscript includes a sufficient number of references, and many of them are recent, especially those published between 2020 and 2025. This aligns well with the stated scope of the review, which focuses on contemporary studies of fiscal behavior and governance. The reference list combines national (SINTA) and international (Scopus-indexed) sources, strengthening the paper’s credibility and academic depth.
	

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


	The language quality of the manuscript is generally suitable for scholarly communication, as the content is clearly written, the arguments are logically structured, and the academic tone is maintained throughout. The manuscript successfully uses disciplinary vocabulary related to public finance, fiscal behavior, political economy, and budgeting theory, which is appropriate for a research article.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript addresses an important and timely topic in public sector governance by synthesizing recent literature on opportunistic fiscal behavior in decentralized regional budgeting. The structure of the paper is logical and well-organized, and the inclusion of tables summarizing methodologies and findings strengthens the clarity and accessibility of the review. The manuscript demonstrates strong familiarity with Indonesian fiscal dynamics while also incorporating selected international studies.

To further improve the quality and impact of the paper, the authors may consider refining the theoretical integration, especially by clarifying how each fiscal instrument connects to principal–agent problems and political incentive frameworks. Strengthening the explanation for mixed empirical findings across studies would also provide deeper analytical value. Additionally, the English could be polished for smoother scholarly communication, and minor redundancies in some sections may be reduced to enhance conciseness.

Overall, the manuscript offers meaningful insights and has the potential to make a valuable contributio
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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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