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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? 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
The manuscript "A Systematic Review of Financial Resource Management in Education" is 
important for the scientific community as it provides a thorough analysis of the financial challenges 
and practices in educational management. Its systematic approach, global reach, and practical 
recommendations make it a valuable resource for researchers, policymakers, and practitioners 
dedicated to improving the financial sustainability and quality of educational institutions. 
 
 
 
 
 
While the current title is effective and suitable, the following suggested alternatives can potentially 
provide a more detailed preview of the article's scope, findings, and significance, making it more 
appealing and informative to prospective readers:  
 
1. "Global Challenges and Practices in Financial Resource Management in Education: A 
Systematic Review": 
 This title emphasizes the global perspective and highlights the key areas of challenges and 
practices covered in the review. 
2. "A Systematic Review of Challenges, Practices, and Recommendations in Financial 
Resource Management in Education": 
This title is comprehensive and informative, capturing the systematic approach and the triad of 
focus areas (challenges, practices, recommendations) discussed in the paper. 
3. "Navigating Financial Resource Management in Education: A Systematic Review of Global 
Perspectives and Practices": 
This title suggests a more dynamic approach ("Navigating") and includes both the global and 
practical elements of the review. 
 
 
 
The abstract of the article is comprehensive. It succinctly outlines the purpose of the study, which is 
to explore financial management challenges and practices in educational institutions. It clearly 
describes the methodology, mentioning the use of the PRISMA framework for systematic review 
and the criteria for selecting the studies included in the analysis. The abstract also summarizes the 
key findings by highlighting the main challenges (limited funds, inadequate training, and budget 
misappropriation) and practices (budget planning, procedures, reporting, empowerment, and 
partnerships) identified in the review. 
 
 
The structure and subsections are well-organized and appropriate for a systematic review. The 
paper follows a logical flow, beginning with an introduction that sets the context and outlines the 
significance of financial resource management in education. This is followed by a detailed 
methodology section explaining the PRISMA framework and the criteria used for selecting studies. 
The results are presented clearly, with subsections dedicated to the identified challenges and 
practices in financial resource management. Finally, the discussion and conclusion effectively 
synthesize the findings and provide practical recommendations. This structured approach ensures 
clarity and facilitates a comprehensive understanding of the topic. 
 
 
The manuscript appears to be scientifically correct. It employs the PRISMA framework for 
conducting a systematic review, which is a widely accepted and rigorous methodology in research. 
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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 selection criteria for the included studies are clearly defined, enhancing the reliability and 
replicability of the review. The analysis identifies key themes and trends in financial resource 
management within education, backed by references to the original studies. The conclusions drawn 
are logically aligned with the presented evidence and are supported by a thorough synthesis of the 
literature.  
 
 
 
 
The manuscript includes a substantial and diverse set of references that provide a solid foundation 
for the review: 
1. The references cover a broad range of sources relevant to financial resource management in 
education, including empirical studies, reports, and reviews. This diversity enhances the depth and 
breadth of the review, making it comprehensive. The inclusion of multiple perspectives from 
different countries also strengthens the global applicability of the findings. 
2. While many references are current and relevant, ensuring that most of the citations are from the 
last 5 to 7 years would improve the recency and relevance of the review. Given the rapidly evolving 
landscape of educational finance, especially post-pandemic, it is crucial to include the latest 
research and trends. 
To further enhance the review, the inclusion of some recent studies and reports published in the 
last few years could be beneficial. Here are a few suggestions: 
1. Osborne, M., Dunne, T., & Farrands, S. (2021). "Financial sustainability in education: a 
systematic review." This paper discusses the latest strategies and challenges in ensuring financial 
sustainability within educational institutions. 
2. Smith, J., & Johnson, K. (2020). "Budgeting practices in educational institutions: Trends and 
innovations." This study examines contemporary budgeting practices in schools and universities. 
3. United Nations Educational, Scientific and Cultural Organization (UNESCO). (2022). "Education 
in a post-COVID world: Nine ideas for public action." This report provides insights into how the 
COVID-19 pandemic has reshaped financial management practices in education globally. 
1 While the manuscript is well-structured and informative, improving the clarity and readability in 
some sections would be beneficial. For example, simplifying complex sentences and ensuring that 
technical terms are clearly defined can make the content more accessible to a broader audience, 
including those who may not have a background in financial management or educational policy. 
2. Adding visual aids such as tables, charts, or figures could significantly enhance the presentation 
of data and key findings. For instance, a flowchart illustrating the PRISMA selection process, or 
tables summarizing the main challenges and practices identified in the literature, would help 
readers quickly grasp the essential points and make the review more engaging. 
3.  Expanding the discussion section to include more detailed implications for policy and practice 
would add value to the review. Given the global scope of the findings, discussing how different 
educational systems can adapt these insights to their specific contexts could be highly beneficial. 
Additionally, exploring the potential long-term impact of effective financial management on 
educational outcomes would strengthen the review's relevance to stakeholders. 
4. Providing a section that outlines gaps in the current literature and suggests directions for future 
research could be helpful. Identifying areas where more empirical data or deeper analysis is 
needed would guide researchers interested in exploring financial resource management further. 
5. Addressing any ethical considerations related to financial management in education could add 
depth to the analysis. Discussing issues like transparency, accountability, and the ethical allocation 
of resources could enrich the review's discussion on financial practices. 
 
6. Including brief case studies or practical examples from the countries discussed could provide 
real-world context to the findings. These examples could illustrate successful financial management 
practices or highlight challenges and responses from specific educational institutions, making the 
findings more tangible and relatable. 
These enhancements would not only improve the manuscript's comprehensiveness and 
engagement but also ensure it serves as a valuable resource for both researchers and practitioners 
in the field of educational finance and management. 
 
 



 

Review Form 1.7 

Created by: DR               Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM     Version: 1.7 (15-12-2022)  

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

communications? 
 

 
 
The language and English quality of the manuscript are generally suitable for scholarly 
communication. The writing is formal and clear, adhering to academic standards, and effectively 
conveys complex concepts related to financial management in education. However, there are 
occasional instances where sentence structure could be simplified and technical jargon more 
clearly defined to enhance readability. Minor grammatical improvements and stylistic refinements 
would further polish the text and make it more accessible to a broader academic audience.  
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
 
 
 

 

 
 
 
PART  2:  
 

 
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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