Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	International Journal of TROPICAL DISEASE & Health

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_IJTDH_148656

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	Nepal’s National Health Policy 2019: A Critical Review

	Type of the Article
	


	PART  1: Comments



	
	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 study is valuable because it synthesizes three decades of health policy evolution in Nepal and evaluates NHP 2019 within constitutional, economic, and governance realities. It highlights gaps between policy intent and implementation and identifies areas where reforms are needed. This type of review is essential for guiding mid-cycle policy adjustments, improving accountability, and informing future policy development. It also offers insights applicable to other countries undergoing decentralization and health system reform.
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	Yes. It accurately reflects the content and scope of the manuscript.


	

	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 clearly summarizes the background, methods, major findings, and key conclusions. It may benefit from one sentence that more explicitly states the review method, but overall it is strong.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes. The methodology is appropriate for a policy review. The use of the WHO building blocks and comparative analysis strengthens the structure. The arguments are well grounded in references and logically presented. Adding a brief section describing inclusion/exclusion criteria for documents could further clarify the approach.
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	Yes. The reference list is extensive and includes many recent sources (2020–2025). It is well balanced between policy documents, peer-reviewed studies, and institutional reports.


	

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


	Yes. The writing is clear, well organized, and academically appropriate. Minor edits for conciseness could improve readability, but no major language concerns.
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	The manuscript is comprehensive and well argued. The discussion section effectively connects findings to broader global health themes. A brief summary table comparing NHP 1991, 2014, and 2019 could enhance clarity for readers, although this is optional.
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