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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) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
 
 
 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
 
1. The writing of the abstract is not typical for an academic paper, and it should also be 
revised to read more smoothly.  
2. The international readers might not be familiar with the meaning of the abbreviation 
“LGU”, so it would be better to present the full form before this abbreviation is used. 
3. The structure of the paper is illogical in some parts. There are two different “2.1”s and 
“2.2”s, which are quite confusing. And what is more, in the first “2.2”, the content 
“limitations of the study” is usually stated at the end of an academic paper. 
 
 

 
 

1. I just followed what is appropriate arrangement of the abstract. 
2. LGU means Local Government Unit 
3. To be done 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
This paper has analyzed a case in a local Philippine government, which might be 
representative for underdeveloped Asian countries. However, the author(s) should have 
made clear the significance of the study for international readers. 
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