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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.


	This manuscript is important because it shows how entrepreneurship can enhance efficiency and rehabilitation in correctional institutions. It offers insights into how resource-constrained prison systems can adopt entrepreneurial practices to strengthen operational and economic performance. The study also contributes to the broader scientific conversation on public-sector innovation, particularly within correctional environments that are rarely examined through an entrepreneurial lens
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes the title is overly long and descriptive.
An alternatif title : “How entrepreneurial thinking helps connect production activities with business operations inside correctional institutions.”
	

	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 not yet comprehensive and should be improved by adding clearer research gaps, objectives, methods, and key findings while removing overly descriptive background details
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is not yet fully scientifically sound because several sections lack methodological rigor and clear theoretical integration
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are numerous but not sufficiently focused or recent, and the manuscript would benefit from adding more up-to-date and high-quality scholarly sources
	

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


	The English writing is understandable but requires significant editing to improve clarity, coherence, and suitability for scholarly communication
	

	Optional/General comments


	Overall, the manuscript still presents several fundamental weaknesses, beginning with a title and abstract that are overly long and fail to highlight the research gap, an introduction that does not articulate research objectives or questions, and a literature review that is broad but lacks synthesis. The theoretical framework relies on too many theories without clear integration, while the methodology does not adequately explain data collection procedures, sampling, or analytical techniques. The findings are largely descriptive and depend heavily on government and media reports, causing the discussion to fall short of connecting results to theory or demonstrating new scholarly contributions. The conclusion merely repeats previous sections without offering theoretical or practical implications, and the reference list is not properly organized with duplications and an imbalanced mix of scholarly and popular sources
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

The manuscript raises potential ethical concerns because it discusses correctional institutions without clearly explaining ethical approvals, data permissions, or safeguards for sensitive information.
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