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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.


	The manuscript “Fiscal Capacity under Devolution: Households, Livestock & Fishing Activities in Kenya’s County Governments” is quite significant because it addresses an important issue of own-source revenue mobilization under decentralized governance. It provides useful insights into the structural factors influencing county level fiscal capacity in Kenya.
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	The title ““Fiscal Capacity under Devolution: Households, Livestock & Fishing Activities in Kenya’s County Governments” is clear, focussed, and suitable for the research subject.
	

	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 informative but not comprehensive. The research objectives is not explicitly stated, and the time period is missing. The author should clearly state the study objective and mention the dataset to improve clarity.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes. The author has used analytical approach and hence the manuscript and its findings are scientifically correct.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes. Some references are missing DOIs. Adding DOIs would make it easier for readers to access the studies. Also the data set forming the basis for all calculations and analysis may be presented appropriately.
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	Yes
	

	Optional/General comments


	1. Clear research objectives are missing. The author should explicitly state specific objectives or research questions rather than using a general statement such as “the study seeks to understand the structural and economic factors”.
2. The time period and dataset forming basis for all calculations and analysis may be presented in an appropriate manner.

3. The recommendations could be more forward looking and specific following the objectives of the study. For instance, what are the long term implications of the negative relationship between fishing activity and OSR.
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