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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.

	This book chapter has lot of concern about the role of ULBs in social welfare. However there are legislation barriers exists for ULBs to directly involve. However their recommendations in the form of a draft can be submitted through MLAs or Ministers of the state government. 
	

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

	Yes The title is suitable.
	

	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.

	Propositions and recommedations are made …….etc kind of sentences can be suggested to become part of it (subjected to the inclusion of preparation of book of directives to ULB authorities towards proposing a draft for legislation 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	Yes. But as a reviewer, I tried to suggest my view of what articles of EU helps in preparting such directives.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	Yes. But they can still add few more, especially while quoting EU constitution related articles etc.
	

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

	
Yes.



	

	Optional/General comments

	

Government level accountability is possible because of beaurocratic procedures to be followed. 

More breaking or divisions of single words….observed
The word accountability can be present in the objective too.
The First Occurrence of NPM must be expanded and can be used later. Page 244 has its first occurrence. But it has been coined in the page 255 First. But again, the phrase and coined word are not really matching i.e. The New Public Administration (NPM??? Or NPA???). 
So, it suggested that in the page 244 itself New Public Administration Phrase is required to be coined as NPA.
More words are broken. They can be made single full words by adjusting space between words and sentences

	









	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)

Accountability can be obtained by opting for Electronic Governance and Involving AI assisted tools. Auditing deviations become issues for the leaders to respond with rationalised answers. Only Ehtical leadership (who has more focus on rightenousness implementation) think in this direction.
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