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	PART  1: Comments


	
	Reviewer’s comment
Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	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.

	· Skin-in-the-Game (SITG) Guaranty Approach is a  unique and under-researched context in  religious institutional finance. 

· The study  extends the principles of agent theory and behavioral finance beyond traditional corporate or financial settings.

· The study addresses a critical gap in the literature concerning innovative financial models for the sustainability of religious institutions in developing economies such as Zimbabwe. 

· The findings provide critical insights for church administrators, diocesan finance councils, and policymakers in developing nations to think beyond traditional corporate or financial settings.

· The study contributes to the broader discourse on sustainable development finance and community resource mobilization, moving beyond reliance on external aid or diminishing donations.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	The title of the article is suitable, however,the authoer can consider the heading below: 

Monetizing Underutilized Assets for Financial Sustainability: A Skin-in-the-Game Approach for the Catholic Diocese of Masvingo, Zimbabwe.
	

	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 comprehensive.

It addresses key issues such as : 

· The general ojective of the study:   which is to investigates the effectiveness of the Skin-in-the-Game Guaranty Approach in monetising underutilised church assets within the Catholic Diocese of Masvingo, Zimbabwe,
· Importance: It  outlines the  importantance of the study  that includes enhancing  financial sustainability amid economic challenges. As well as fostering  direct involvement of individuals  such as  church members in financial leading to commitment to project success
· Methodology: The study used quantitative research methods, as well as descriptive research design. The research was conducted by surveying 385 individuals from Masvingo Diocese, including lay members, religious and the clergy. 
· Data collection involved structured surveys and descriptive statistical analysis which was used to assess stakeholder perceptions and feasibility of implementation.
· Key obstacles included resistance to change and operational difficulties.
· Key findings  indicated a balanced representation of gender and educational backgrounds among participants, contributing to a comprehensive understanding of stakeholder perspectives. 
· Reommendations: the diocese should focus on developing strategic visions, increasing stakeholder engagement and providing training programs to address resistance to change. Transparent governance and community participation are essential for overcoming implementation challenges and achieving financial sustainability through the effective monetisation of church assets. 
· Conclusion/Implications: This study serves as a framework for other Catholic institutions in Zimbabwe facing similar financial constraints.
However: 
The Abstract has not indicated:
1.  Why  the  findings matter/importance.
2.  Their broader implications for policy, practice, or future research.
It does not highlight  recommendations or actions based on the results
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	The  manuscript is  scientifically correct;
It  follows a standardized logical flow that includes;
· An  Abstract which  highlights key issues such as  (objective of the study, methods, key results, conclusion).
· A logical introduction: 
· Statement of the problem
· Research objectives; General and specific.
· Significance of the study
· The scope
· The content is clear and concise
· It has maintained a logical flow of ideas: Each paragraph  builds upon the previous one, with clear transitions. It has rigor that motivates a reader to gain further insights.
· It is comprehensive and thorough. 
· Includes details on procedures, and data collection methods. The chosen methodology is right for the study as it address the specific research objectives  in the study.
· Uses objective and impersonal language: Arguments are built on data and logical interpretation. The tone is neutral and unbiaised
· All text are  properly quoted. Majority of citations are current and comprehensive. The Author gives credit to  previous work findings and acknowledges competing theories.
· Results are presented in graphs, tables and figures and are  labeled correctly
· The conclusions are a direct and logical representation of the discussion.
· Suggests specific, logical next steps for research based on the findings and limitations. It discusses the study's weaknesses/limitations  potential sources of bias, and constraints.
· Discussions and recommendations 

Conclusion 
The Manuscript is  not just a report of findings but a persuasive argument built on a foundation of transparent methods, rigorous analysis, ethical conduct, and a clear dialogue with the existing body of scientific knowledge.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	The references sufficient and recent to a large extent. 

However, Several key sources are more than  five years. 

Given the rapid evolution of the conomy,  findings from older literature may have been overtaken by recent events, or changes in prevailing guidelines, potentially limiting their  relevance  and meaning in a highly volatile environment..
	

	
Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?

	

The  language/English quality of the article  is suitable for scholarly communications.


	

	Optional/General comments

	
The Manuscript is  sufficient.


	




	PART  2: 


	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with the 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 detail)

None 
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