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	PART  1: Comments


	
	Reviewer’s comment
Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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 offers an innovative interdisciplinary approach to analyzing of ‎how Ghana, can balance their dual ‎mandate of serving the public good and ‎achieving financial sustainability through ‎commercialization.‎
· This manuscript advances debates on science governance, and public ‎sector reform, ‎offering both theoretical and policy insights relevant to ‎policymakers, and ‎institutional leaders.‎
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	· ‎The current title of the manuscript‏ ‏is clear and relevant, but it can be refined for ‎‎stronger academic ‎impact. ‎
· I suggest a new title: “Balancing Public Interest and Market Orientation: ‎‎Governance Challenges in ‎research Commercialization within Ghana’s Public ‎‎Sector” ‎
	

	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.

	Despite its clarity, the abstract can be strengthened through the following ‎refinements: ‎
· The abstract poses a guiding question but doesn’t explicitly state the main objective ‎of the study.‎
· The abstract must specify data sources or analytical depth to signal methodological ‎rigor.‎
· For stronger impact, the writer can add specific insights, such as gaps or patterns ‎discovered.‎
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	The manuscript is scientifically correct, conceptually rigorous, and ‎methodologically appropriate.‎ However, ‎there are strengths and areas where slight refinement:‎ 
· Summarize how the “7S” elements collectively contribute to commercialization ‎outcomes, to reinforce scientific structure.‎
· Clarify the period of documents reviewed, for example: “strategic plans from 2015 ‎‎- 2023” to show temporal validity.‎
· With minor clarifications on methodological justification and data scope, it meets ‎the standards of a publishable academic work.

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	· The reference list is sufficient, recent, and academically appropriate.‎
· To situate Ghana’s experience more broadly within Sub-Saharan Africa or the ‎Global South, consider adding one or two regional comparative sources.‎
· Add a few recent management-focused studies to reinforce analytical precision.‎
· Adding many complementary references public sector innovation will further ‎enhance its scholarly robustness.‎
	

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

	· The manuscript is written in clear, formal academic English suitable for scholarly ‎communication, the sentences are well-structured, with a logical flow between ‎ideas, sections, and theoretical arguments.‎
· For a smoother academic rhythm, ensure that topic sentences at the beginning of ‎each paragraph clearly preview the idea that follows. This improves readability for ‎reviewers and journal editors. ‎
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

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