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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.


	This manuscript proposes an integrated theoretical framework to explain the persistent implementation gap in emerging economies. By combining principal–agent theory, bureaucratic inertia, policy mimesis, and institution-based perspectives, it linkss previously scattered trends of literature. The researches argues theory by redefining bureaucratic inertia as a rational response to burden–capacity imbalances and multi-principal pressures. It also offers a context-sensitive model to guide future empirical research and governance reform design in institutionally fragile settings.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes. The title of “The Implementation Gap in Emerging Economies: A Theoretical Analysis of Policy Disconnects,” is generally suitable. It clearly signals the core focus (implementation gap), the context (emerging economies), and the approach (theoretical analysis). It is academically appropriate and aligned with the manuscript’s content.
	

	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.


	This abstract is generally comprehensive and clearly outlines the research problem, theoretical framework, methodological approach, key findings, and contributions. It effectively communicates the manuscript’s central argument and highlights its relevance to implementation research in emerging economies. The inclusion of practical recommendations and theoretical contributions strengthens its clarity and usefulness.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically containes in its theoretical reasoning and conceptual structure. It demonstrates a strong engagement with relevant literature across public administration, political science, and institutional theory, and the arguments are logically developed and internally consistent. The integration of principal–agent theory, bureaucratic inertia, policy mimesis, and institution-based perspectives is coherent and theoretically justified.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The reference list in the manuscript includes a number of foundational and widely cited works that are appropriate for establishing the theoretical grounding of the study. However, there are some gaps in terms of recency and breadth. Many of the cited sources are older classics, but the manuscript would benefit from engaging more with recent research published within the last 5–10 years, especially empirical studies and contemporary theoretical developments related to implementation gaps, bureaucratic behavior, policy diffusion, and institutional capacity in emerging economies.
	

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


	The manuscript is suitable for scholarly communication, but professional proofreading or language polishing by a native or experienced academic editor is recommended to enhance clarity, fluency, and stylistic consistency.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript represents a thoughtful and promising theoretical contribution. With refinements in clarity, structure, and language polishing, it has strong potential for publication in a scholarly journal focused on governance, public administration, or development studies.
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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)
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