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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 manuscript shows how public service are decentralized based on the practical experience of Indonesia and the policy frameworks and tools used in governing/managing the provision of liveable public house based on minimum standards. It also indicate the application and importance of multi-level governance and policy capacity in public service delivery at district level with particular emphasis on public house delivery in the case of Pohuwato regency.  The study also indicate the challenges that local government faces in the implementation of certain policy provision  and recommends institutionalized coordination,  strengthening of regulation, financial planning and improving technical capacity as a pre-condition for effective delivery of public service (provision of Public house in the case).  In short, the manuscript indicates and address the issues/problems that the modern government always face, market inadequacy in public service delivery particularly for the vulnerable sections of the society.  Hence, it contributes to the theory and practices of public service delivery in particular and public administration and public policy in general. 
 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title of the article is suitable
	

	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 comprehensive, but the author should not use abbreviations in abstract. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically correct. But to enhance its scientific rigorous, the author/s need to consider comment 1, 2 & 3 provide on the 2nd row of this table. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The reference are sufficient and recent
	

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


	As long as my knowledge of English language, the language quality of manuscript is suitable for scholarly communication. 
	

	Optional/General comments


	Comments 1: the author/s need to provide what are minimum service standards used in this specific manuscript and how these standards are applied in the rest of the manuscript. 

Comment 2: the vulnerable groups that need/using public housing should also be identified. This is important for the methodological part as well as to indicate the actual implementation of minimum service standard from the users’ perspective. As vulnerable groups are one of the key to your title, you need to include the users as respondents/participants.  

Comment 3: the author/s should also indicate the code of the interviewee, how many interview have been conducted (citing the code of the interviewee in presenting findings and discussion), the observation guideline. This is important to make the manuscript scientifically rigorous. There should also be proper citation of the institutional report, legal/policy provision and other government archival, if used in the manuscript.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	As far as the knowledge of the reviewer, there is no ethical issues in the manuscript
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