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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.


	This manuscript contributes to the growing literature on fiscal decentralization and local revenue mobilization by examining structural determinants of Own Source Revenue (OSR) in Kenya’s county governments. The study provides empirical evidence on how demographic and sectoral economic activities such as households, livestock, and fishing influence revenue generation capacity at the sub-national level. The findings are valuable for policymakers seeking to strengthen fiscal capacity in decentralized governance systems. In addition, the paper offers useful insights for comparative studies on fiscal decentralization in developing countries.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is generally appropriate and reflects the core focus of the study. However, it could be slightly refined for clarity and academic precision.

Suggested alternative title:
“Determinants of Own Source Revenue under Fiscal Devolution: Evidence from Kenya’s County Governments.”
	

	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 clearly presents the research objective, methodology, and main findings. It effectively summarizes the use of an OLS regression model and highlights the significance of households, livestock, and fishing activities in explaining revenue variation.

However, the abstract could be improved by:

· Briefly mentioning the data source and sample size (number of counties).

· Including the key policy implication of the findings.

· Clarifying the time period of the data used, if applicable.

Adding these elements will strengthen the clarity and completeness of the abstract.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is generally scientifically sound and demonstrates a good understanding of fiscal decentralization and revenue mobilization frameworks. The use of an OLS regression model with a log-linear specification is appropriate for examining the relationship between OSR and the selected explanatory variables.

The inclusion of diagnostic tests such as the Shapiro–Wilk test, Breusch–Pagan test, and Durbin–Watson test strengthens the methodological rigor. The interpretation of regression results is clear and logically connected to the theoretical literature.

However, several improvements could enhance the scientific robustness:

· Provide more details on the data sources and time period used in the analysis.

· Clarify the sample size and whether the data represent all 47 counties.

· Discuss potential endogeneity or omitted variable issues.

· Expand the discussion of limitations of cross-sectional analysis.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references used in the manuscript are generally relevant and include both foundational and recent studies related to fiscal decentralization and revenue mobilization in Africa. The literature review successfully integrates theoretical and empirical perspectives.

However, the reference section could be strengthened by:

· Including more recent empirical studies (2022–2024) on fiscal decentralization and local government revenue performance.

· Incorporating comparative international studies on sub-national revenue capacity.

· Ensuring consistent citation formatting throughout the manuscript.
	

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


	The overall English quality is acceptable and understandable for academic communication. The manuscript is generally well structured and logically organized.

However, minor improvements are recommended:

· Correct several grammatical inconsistencies and punctuation errors.

· Improve sentence clarity in the literature review section, where some sentences are overly long.

· Ensure consistent capitalization and formatting of variables and citations.

A light professional language editing would improve readability.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Overall, the manuscript presents an interesting empirical analysis of revenue capacity under decentralized governance. The statistical results are clearly presented and supported by appropriate diagnostic testing. The study also offers practical policy implications regarding sector-based revenue strategies for counties.

Nevertheless, the paper could be further strengthened by:

· Providing more detail about the dataset and variables.

· Expanding the discussion section to link results more deeply with existing literature.

· Including limitations and potential avenues for future research more explicitly.

· Improving table formatting and variable presentation for clarity.

With these revisions, the manuscript has the potential to make a useful contribution to the literature on fiscal decentralization and public finance in developing countries.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	No ethical issues are apparent in this manuscript based on the information provided. The study relies on secondary data analysis and does not involve human subjects or confidential data.

	

	Are there competing interest issues in this manuscript?
	No competing interest issues are evident in the manuscript.
	

	If plagiarism is suspected, please provide related proofs or web links.
	No clear evidence of plagiarism was observed during the review. However, the journal may conduct an official plagiarism check using similarity detection software.
	


	PART  3: Declaration of Competing Interest of the Reviewer:



	Here reviewer should declare his/her competing interest. If nothing to declare he/she can write “I declare that I have no competing interest as a reviewer”
I declare that I have no competing interest as a reviewer.
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	Guideline
	MARKS of this  manuscript

	Give OVERALL MARKS you want to give to this manuscript 

( Highest: 10  Lowest: 0 )

Guideline: 

Accept As It Is: (>9-10)

Minor Revision: (>8-9)

Major Revision: (>7-8)

Serious Major revision: (>5-7)

Rejected (with repairable deficiencies and may be reconsidered): (>3-5)

Strongly rejected (with irreparable deficiencies.): (>0-3)
	Overall Marks: 8 / 10
Recommendation: Minor Revision
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