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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 presents a comprehensive and theoretically grounded examination of how GHRM practices are adopted and institutionalized within Uganda’s public sector. The topic is timely and relevant, particularly within the discourse on sustainable governance and environmental accountability in developing countries. The paper demonstrates strong conceptual clarity, methodological rigor, and an excellent synthesis of Institutional Theory and the AMO model.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	I suggest changing it to: Greening the Public Sector of Uganda: Institutionalizing Green Human Resource Management for Sustainable Governance


	

	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 strong, coherent, and scholarly, providing a clear summary of the study’s purpose, theoretical framework, methodology, main findings, and implications. It effectively captures the reader’s attention and reflects the academic depth of the manuscript. However, it is quite dense and lengthy, which slightly affects readability and clarity. Some minor rephrasing could make the contribution more immediately visible.
The theoretical and practical significance appears only in the final sentences. Consider mentioning the public sector and developing-country focus earlier—right after stating the research purpose—to signal the paper’s unique contribution.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes. I recommend to consider papers of 2024/2025. Many research are carried out on GHRM. For e.g in the literature review try a recent definition of GHRM
	

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


	Yes 
	

	Optional/General comments

//
	1. The authors may consider emphasizing why Uganda offers a particularly insightful or generalizable context (e.g., policy reforms, governance structure, or environmental challenges).

2. The contribution section can be linked to existing gaps in African public administration research to strengthen regional relevance.

Methodology:

1. Specify how the five organisations were selected—what criteria or rationale guided their inclusion?

2. Indicate how potential researcher bias was mitigated during coding and interpretation beyond the mention of reflexive journaling.

Findings 

Discuss on cross-case comparisons (were local government councils different from ministries in terms of motivation or opportunity?).
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 
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