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	Reviewer’s comment

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

	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 paper offers a rich and methodologically sound examination of stunting policy implementation in Gorontalo Regency, Indonesia. It bridges a gap in public policy literature by evaluating implementation dynamics in a rural context, particularly focusing on the role of family independence and nutrition education. The use of Van Meter and Van Horn’s theoretical framework, supplemented by Keban’s dimensions of public management, gives this paper a strong academic foundation and broad policy relevance.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes. The title is informative and accurately reflects the content, scope, and methodology of the paper
	

	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 well-written and informative, but can be enhanced by including more quantitative results or examples, such as exact figures on stunting rates or the number of participating stakeholders. This would make the summary more data-grounded.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes. The research is scientifically sound. It uses an appropriate qualitative case study design, includes data triangulation (interviews, observation, document analysis), and follows a credible analytic method (Miles and Huberman’s model). The interpretation of results is rigorous and well-connected to international literature.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes. References are abundant, highly relevant, and include recent sources from peer-reviewed journals, WHO, UNICEF, and development institutions. Some references to gray literature (e.g., local regulations) are also appropriate and necessary for the context.
	

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


	The paper is generally well-written but contains minor grammatical inconsistencies and occasional awkward phrasing (e.g., “sectoral understanding at the technical agency level” could be clearer). A final proofreading pass is recommended to improve flow and precision.
	

	Optional/General comments


	- The authors could include a figure or conceptual diagram summarizing the six policy implementation variables and their performance in Gorontalo.
- A brief section on study limitations (e.g., limited generalizability, reliance on self-reported data) would enhance transparency.
- The recommendation section is strong but could include a clearer prioritization of the three proposed strategies, and indicate how implementation might be phased.
Recommendation: Accept Submission (with Minor Revisions)
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