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	Reviewer’s comment
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	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 provides valuable insights into the ethical landscape of Bhutan's emerging private sector, particularly within cottage and small-scale industries. It addresses a significant research gap by exploring how integrity can be fostered in small businesses in developing economies, taking into account their unique cultural and institutional contexts. By proposing community-based and culturally sensitive approaches to integrity, the study makes a valuable theoretical and practical contribution to the literature on business ethics, governance, and development. The incorporation of real case examples from Bhutan serves to enhance its relevance for researchers, policymakers, and practitioners working on anti-corruption and private sector development in analogous socio-economic settings.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title is generally appropriate and informative. However, there is potential for minor adjustments to enhance clarity and academic rigour. Please find below a suggested alternative:

"Promoting Integrity in Bhutan's Cottage and Small-Scale Industries: Challenges, Opportunities, and Policy Implications for Private Sector Governance"
	

	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 clear and informative, successfully outlining the core objectives, context, and contributions of the paper. However, the conclusion could be strengthened by including a summary of the key implication or proposed solution. Furthermore, it would be advisable to consider reducing some background detail and focusing more on findings.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	I can confirm that the manuscript is scientifically sound. It provides a clear definition of integrity in the private sector and contextualises the Bhutanese case using appropriate theoretical frameworks (e.g. Hofstede's cultural dimensions). The paper offers a balanced consideration of empirical data (e.g. national statistics and complaints data) and theoretical perspectives. It employs sector-specific insights and case examples to support its arguments.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are relevant, though it should be noted that some key works are slightly dated. The inclusion of more recent literature (from the last 3–5 years) on SME integrity, informal economies, and ethics in developing economies would further strengthen the theoretical base. Suggested additions could include:

· OECD (2022) reports on integrity in SMEs

· Recent UNODC or Transparency International publications on ethical business practices in small economies

· Journal articles on business ethics in South Asian or Himalayan contexts
	

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


	The manuscript is generally well-written and coherent, though some minor grammatical and stylistic refinements would enhance its readability. For instance, maintaining consistent tense and enhancing the transitions between sections would contribute to improved flow. In order to meet the standard of scholarly publications, it is recommended that a light language edit be carried out.
	

	Optional/General comments


	  The use of case examples is commendable and adds credibility. Consider adding more recent or sector-diverse examples if available.

  Figures are mentioned but not presented in this version. Ensure visual data like Figure 1 and Figure 2 are clear, properly labeled, and interpreted within the text.

  Consider including a table summarizing the challenges and proposed strategies for fostering integrity.
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