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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment


	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 addresses a critical gap in public financial management literature by examining the combined impact of budget credibility and financial accountability at the local government level in Nigeria. 

While previous research often treats these variables in isolation, this study provides empirical evidence of their joint influence on grassroots service delivery. The findings offer actionable insights for policymakers to improve fiscal discipline and social welfare through evidence-based budgeting and strengthened internal controls.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is suitable as it clearly reflects the core variables (Budget Credibility, Financial Accountability, Service Delivery) and the specific geographical scope of the study
	

	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 comprehensive, effectively summarizing the study's objective, methodology (descriptive survey of 100 staff), key statistical results ($R^2 = 0.62$), and primary recommendations. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound. It utilizes appropriate statistical tools—including Pearson correlation and multiple regression via SPSS—and includes necessary diagnostic tests such as the Variance Inflation Factor (VIF) to rule out multicollinearity.

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient and notably recent, with many citations from 2023, 2024, and 2025. They provide a good foundation for both the theoretical and empirical reviews.
	

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


	The language is suitable for scholarly communication. The arguments are logical, and the technical terminology regarding public financial management is used correctly.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript is technically robust and meets the journal's criteria for scientific soundness. It provides a strong explanatory model ($62\%$ variance explained). A minor revision is suggested primarily to ensure that the "Optional/General Comments" section in the final form includes a request for the authors to briefly expand on the specific "political interference" mentioned in the discussion to further ground the study in Ekiti State's unique context.
	


	PART  2: 



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	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 detail)

No ethical issues were identified. The study involves perceptions of professional staff and maintains an objective academic tone.
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