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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 paper raises the important issue of implementing Minimum Service Standards for Housing for vulnerable groups. This topic has strong relevance in governance studies at the local level, and such a study has the potential to make a significant contribution, especially given its relative scarcity in the literature. With some strengthening, this paper has the potential to offer deeper insights to the scientific community.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The article's title reflects the research context, but could be refined to better reflect the theoretical contributions it aims to advance. Because the paper utilizes three theoretical frameworks—multi-level governance, policy capacity, and integrative capacity—adjusting the title or clarifying the analytical focus would help readers understand the research's theoretical positioning from the outset. Small improvements in this area could enhance its academic appeal. Example: "Governance Capacity and the Implementation of Housing Minimum Service Standards for Vulnerable Groups: A Multi-Level Perspective."

	

	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 gives a general view of the research but may be enhanced by incorporating key elements such as statement of research gaps, theoretical contribution, and conceptual implications.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Scientifically, some aspects could be refined to make the analysis more coherent and robust. A literature review might be more convincing if it discussed concepts not only separately but also integrated them as supporting the focus of the study. The proposition or the argument flow leading to the results section could also be bettered for an easy transition from theory to data. From a methodological point of view, the description of the research procedures could be further detailed. A complete explanation of the sampling technique, number and characteristics of informants, process of coding, validity, and steps for verification of data would help readers assess the analytical strength of the research. Clarification of which analytical approach has been used would also build a sounder methodological platform in keeping with the requirements of international publication standards.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	In terms of references, the article relies heavily on local sources and regulations, while international references discussing governance, housing policy, and public services are still limited. This imbalance directly impacts the quality of the theoretical argument. The addition of credible international literature is absolutely necessary to strengthen the analytical foundation.

	

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


	In terms of language, the manuscript is understandable, but several sections lack coherence between paragraphs. Lengthy and descriptive sentence structures reduce the clarity of the argument. Editing is needed to make the flow of thought more academic and concise. For example, "The paragraph discusses multilevel governance at a theoretical level, but the next paragraph immediately shifts to describing housing conditions in the district without explaining how the theory informs this context. As a result, the analytical flow is disrupted, and the reader cannot clearly see the relevance of the theoretical framework.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)
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