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PART  1: Review Comments 

 

 Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct 

the manuscript and highlight that part in the 

manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write 

his/her feedback here) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 

 

1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community? 

      (Please write few sentences on this manuscript) 

2. Is the title of the article suitable? 

(If not please suggest an alternative title) 

 

3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? 

 

4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate? 

 

5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct? 

 

6. Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestion of 

additional references, please mention in the review form. 

 

(Apart from above mentioned 6 points, reviewers are free to provide 

additional suggestions/comments) 

 

 

 

 

The manuscript is important to the scientific community as it enhances decentralisation 

through devolution. Participation of community members in the identification, planning and 

execution are key in the success and sustainability of community-driven projects. 

 

The title of the article is suitable and informative as it indicates what was studied, study 

design and also location.  

 

 

The Abstract of the article is comprehensive. It is a good summary of the manuscript. A 

reader can easily tell the structure as follows: Introduction, Methods, Findings, Conclusion 

and Recommendations. 

 

 

All the subsections and structure of the manuscript are appropriate. 

 

 

Scientific soundness of research is mainly dependent on the methods used. I find the 

manuscript to be scientifically correct because the clear elaboration of methods that were 

used and clear link to the findings. I found the methods used to be scientifically sound. 

 

The references are sufficient but only 5 out of 29 (17%) are recent. I suggest extra sources to 

be considered such as: 

1. Hanif, A., Khakpoor, B.A., Kharazmi, O.A. et al. Participation in Practice in Community-
Driven Development Projects in Afghanistan: A Case Study of Herat City. Glob Soc Welf 
(2023). https://doi.org/10.1007/s40609-023-00301-x 
2. Sofyani, H., Yaya, R., & Saleh, Z. (2023). Transparency and community trust in village 
government: Does corruption perception matter? Financial Accountability & 
Management, 39, 355–374. https://doi.org/10.1111/faam.12351 

3. Wafirotin, Khusnatul & Septiviastuti, Umi. (2019). The Effect Of Transparency, Community 
Participation, And Accountability On Management Of Village Funds In Ponorogo Regency. 
Ekuilibrium : Jurnal Ilmiah Bidang Ilmu Ekonomi. 14. 31. 10.24269/ekuilibrium.v14i1.1527. 
4. Kessy, Ambrose. (2020). Transparency in local government finance and service delivery: 
The case of Mwanza City and Moshi District Councils in Tanzania. Inkanyiso Journal of 
Humanities and Social Sciences. 12. 194-211. 10.4102/ink.v12i2.42.  

 

Minor REVISION comments 

 

1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly 

communications? 

 

English language quality used in the article is suitable for scholarly communication. 

 

 

Optional/General comments 

 

This is a very good and well-written article. I recommend ACCEPTANCE of the manuscript 

subject to the suggested minor amendments. 

 

https://doi.org/10.1111/faam.12351
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Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight 

that part in the manuscript. 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 details) 
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