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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 a comprehensive analysis of the challenges and opportunities in localizing Sustainable Development Goals (SDGs) in Bangladesh amidst the COVID-19 pandemic. It highlights the critical role of local governance in achieving inclusive development and offers practical recommendations for enhancing grassroots participation. The study is significant for policymakers, researchers, and development practitioners seeking to understand the intersection of global health crises and sustainable development in a developing nation context. It also contributes to the discourse on decentralization and participatory governance, which are vital for achieving Agenda 2030 in rural settings.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title, "From fighting the COVID-19 pandemic to localizing SDGs in Bangladesh: Discourse on Policy Response," is generally suitable but could be more concise and focused to enhance clarity. An alternative title could be: "Localizing SDGs in Bangladesh Post-COVID-19: Policy Responses and Governance Challenges". This revision emphasizes the core focus on SDG localization and governance while maintaining the context of the pandemic.
	

	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 informative and outlines the study's objectives, context, and key focus areas. However, it could be more concise and specific in summarizing the findings and recommendations. I suggest:
· Addition: Briefly mention key findings, such as specific governance challenges (e.g., inadequate resources, lack of decentralization) or proposed solutions (e.g., strengthening standing committees).

· Deletion: Reduce the emphasis on broad statements about the global context (e.g., "the international development community is increasingly realizing") to focus more on Bangladesh-specific insights.

· Revision: Clarify the role of the Local 2030 initiative in the abstract to make it more explicit how it fosters stakeholder dialogue.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound, grounding its arguments in relevant literature and data from credible sources like UN ESCAP, ILO, and Germanwatch. The content analysis methodology is appropriate for the research objectives, and the discussion of SDG progress and localization challenges is well-supported. However, some claims, such as the effectiveness of specific local government initiatives (e.g., Ashrayan Project), lack detailed evidence or quantitative outcomes, which could strengthen the scientific rigor. Additionally, the manuscript could benefit from clearer definitions of terms like "inclusive development" to avoid ambiguity in a scientific context.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient and cover a broad range of sources, including academic journals, UN reports, and government documents, which lend credibility to the study. Most references are recent (post-2017), aligning with the study's focus on contemporary issues. However, additional references could enhance the manuscript:
· Suggestion: Include studies on successful SDG localization in other developing countries (e.g., India or Nepal) for comparative insights. For example, works like Dahal, S. (2020). "Localizing SDGs in South Asia: Challenges and Opportunities" could provide a regional perspective.

· Suggestion: Add references to recent (2023-2025) global SDG progress reports to contextualize Bangladesh’s performance against updated global benchmarks.
	

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


	The language is generally clear and suitable for scholarly communication, but there are areas for improvement. Some sentences are overly long and complex, which can hinder readability (e.g., in the Introduction, sentences like "How does the government of Bangladesh foster dialogue... has been investigated" are convoluted). There are also minor grammatical errors and inconsistencies in terminology (e.g., "CVOID" instead of "COVID"). I recommend a thorough proofreading to enhance clarity, conciseness, and consistency. Simplifying sentence structures and ensuring uniform terminology would elevate the manuscript’s scholarly quality.
	

	Optional/General comments


	  The manuscript provides a robust framework for SDG localization but could strengthen its analysis by including more empirical data or case studies on specific local government initiatives (e.g., successful standing committee implementations). 
  The discussion of the Ashrayan Project is promising but lacks detail on its measurable impact, which could be addressed to enhance credibility. 

  The conclusion effectively summarizes the proposed framework but could be more forward-looking by discussing potential barriers to implementing the suggested SDG Implementation Committee (SIC). 

  The manuscript would benefit from a clearer structure, with subheadings that explicitly delineate sections like "Challenges," "Proposed Solutions," and "Policy Recommendations."
The manuscript is well-researched, relevant, and contributes meaningfully to the discourse on SDG localization in Bangladesh. It provides a solid theoretical framework and practical recommendations, supported by credible references. However, minor revisions are needed to improve clarity, conciseness, and readability, particularly in the abstract and language quality. Adding more empirical data, clarifying terms, and addressing minor grammatical errors would elevate the manuscript to a higher standard. The suggested revisions are achievable and would enhance the manuscript’s impact without requiring major restructuring.
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