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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment


	Author’s Feedback (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.


	The manuscript examines an important and ongoing problem in public policy as well as in development studies-the implementation gap within developed economies. It integrates principal–agent theory, bureaucratic inertia, policy mimesis, and institutional voids into a single theory, making significant theoretical contributions. Integrating separate strands of literature to form a cohesive understanding will promote interdisciplinary dialogue across public administration, political economy, and institutional theory, enabling further empirical analysis and improved policy design in developing contexts. Given this, the article is both relevant and timely for researchers and policymakers who are concerned with governance and effective development.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title of the article is appropriate and 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.


	The abstract of the article is comprehensive and clearly outlines: 
· The implementation gap

· The theoretical integration

· The methodological approach, such as critical and conceptual analysis used. 
· Key findings and contribution

However, the following improvements can be made:

· The abstract could be slightly shorter to improve clarity and precision.

· The policy implications could be stated in one stronger concluding sentence. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the theoretical framework and literature engagement of the manuscript are scientifically sound. The theoretical positioning is explained well, and the literature is well synthesized. However, the following improvements can be made: 
· Some references marked as “Advance Online Publication.”  Should be verified for final publication.

· A few in-text citations that are missing bibliographic details, such as Abdullahi & Othman, 2020, should be completed for academic rigor.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are generally sufficient and include recent i.e., 2023-2025, studies. 
Suggestions: 

· Some references marked as “Advance Online Publication.”  Should be verified for final publication.

· A few in-text citations that are missing bibliographic details, such as Abdullahi & Othman, 2020, should be completed for academic rigor.
	

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


	Yes, the manuscript is written in good academic English. The quality of the article is also suitable for scholarly communications. 
	

	Optional/General comments
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (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)


	


Reviewer details:

Pravata Kumar Jena, D.K.N. College, India
