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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 can be said to make a significant contribution to literature on public sector entrepreneurship, corrections economics, and institutional operations management. By concentrating on Zimbabwe Prison and Correctional Services (ZPCS), one introduces the entrepreneurship theory in an under-studied but highly policy-relevant institutional context in Sub-Saharan Africa. The strategic dynamics within entrepreneurial activities and the operational, production, and business systems are appropriate for understanding the way in which correctional institutions can generate self-sufficiency- yet maintaining prison production that also meets the needs of reformation. The study appears particularly relevant to scholars and policymakers concerned with public sector reform, sustainable institutions, and development-oriented corrections.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is adequate, specific, and effectively encapsulates the purpose of the study. It clearly covers the core ideas: entrepreneurship, synchronisation, production, business, and operations are appropriate in the context of the institution (ZPCS). No other title could be proposed.
	

	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 and generally well-structured, and nicely links study purpose, theoretical grounding, methodology, major findings, and implications. In the spirit of effectively communicating the direction of the input, it significantly contributes toward understanding the actual study.
Suggestions for improvement:

1. Minor language editing for repetition with improved flow.

2. Consider linking explicitly to policy implications for context or direct meaning in the final sentence to strengthen practical impact.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Scientifically sound and conceptually sound manuscript again arise. Theoretical frameworks (resource-based view, operations management theory, the entrepreneurial ecosystem model, and institutional theory) are used as appropriate and justified. A qualitative methodological approach is relevant to the institutional and highly policy-oriented kind of research. The arguments are very well built; evidence-based, and supplemented with extensive literature and empirical information. The study`s overall findings and discussions can be said to be in-line with the set objectives.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are both sufficient and recent, with strong coverage from 2018 to 2025. The article brings in the classical along with the actual empirical and theoretical findings-so include current developments in entrepreneurial ecosystems, institutional theory, and operations management.
Minor suggestion:
A small reduction of duplicated references and tighter consolidation of closely related citations would improve clarity but is not essential
	

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


	The language contributes well to a scholarly debate and shows strong academic engagement. The language contributes well to a scholarly debate and shows strong academic engagement. While the language order complies with academic arrangements, copy editing at the professional level will in itself be a revision of its worthiness for the above reasons:

- Sentence length and redundancy

- Minor grammatical inconsistencies

- Repetitive use of transitional phrases
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

No ethical issues identified. The study is based only on the document analysis, policy reports, and secondary data, which do not include human subjects nor confidentiality of data requiring the backing of any ethical committee.
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