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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.


	Fiscal capacity is a very important issue for researchers and for government, as well. Less developed countries, like Kenya, are facing with fiscal low capacity regarding the need to fasten economic development. African countries are facing with low development level and at the same time with the need to intervene within the national economy. This problem is related to the national and regional level as well.  
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	The title of the paper seems suitable and clear, although a bit too long in an attempt to precisely define the problem of the study. 
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	The abstract is well structured. However, it would be useful to add classical parts of it, like goals of the study, scientific and social. Also, it seems that in the abstract scientific hypotheses would be added.  
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The study used Ordinary Last Squares regression model in order to understand and explain variations in own source revenues across countries. 
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