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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 
 

 
This a potentially good paper but in its current form is lacking in many aspects. 
The following issues need to be addressed 

1. Methodology: the author(s) should include a section on methodology and 
discuss the details of the methodology of the study. 

2. The concept of participatory budgeting needs to be explored in details. I 
suggest the author insect a section for it 

3. The authors need to discuss other studies on the participatory budgeting in the 
developing country and African context to advance a clear empirical context. 

4. The conclusion of the article leaves little to be desired. The authors need to 
expand on it 

 
 

 
1. Methodology: based on the journal’s guideline for case study, 

there is no need for section on methodology. 
2. Additional  details on the concept of participatory budgeting 

included. 
3. There are  studies  from Africa and developing countries included. 

reference numbers  14,15,16,20,21,22,24,30,32 
4. Conclusion revised… 

Minor REVISION comments 
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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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