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Abstract

The Nepal Public Policy Review was launched as a multidisciplinary journal to 
provide an academic platform for research relevant to public policy. It has published 
three volumes, including a special issue arising from a symposium. Following a 
critical review of the journal’s policies, we identified the need for better alignment 
between academic research and public policy. In response, we redefined the journal’s 
purpose to bridge research with policy, updating the Aims and Scope to encourage 
collaboration between researchers and the policy community. This shift emphasizes 
the importance of clear and accessible communication for policymakers. To 
facilitate this, we introduced new manuscript requirements, including sections for 
Policy Recommendations and Suggested Course of Action to translate research 
findings into actionable policy steps. We also introduced an initial formative 
editorial assessment for manuscripts before peer review. This aimed to enrich the 
research and ensure its alignment with relevant policies. Piloted in Volume 4, the 
manuscript improvement initiative successfully enhanced five articles by translating 
their conclusions into detailed policy recommendations. Positive feedback from 
authors and reviewers affirmed the success of this approach. We consider the 
manuscript improvement a success and will expand it in future volumes, along with 
exploring broader mentoring for both academics and policy professionals.
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cg';Gwfg / gLlt hf]8\g] ;]t'M gLlt–;fGble{s k|fl1s cWoogdf g]kfn 
klAns kf]ln;L l/Eo" hg{nsf] lj:tfl/t e"ldsf

bLks s'df/ v8\sf!

!gLlt cg';Gwfg k|lti7fg, gf/fo0flx6L, sf7df8f}F

;f/

g]kfn klAns kf]ln;L l/Eo" hg{n ;fj{hlgs gLlt;Fu ;DalGwt cg';Gwfg k|sflzt ug]{ Ps 
k|fl1s d~rsf] ¿kdf ax'–ljwfTds hg{nsf] ¿kdf cf/De ul/Psf] xf] . o;n] xfn;Dd 
;+uf]i7Ld cfwfl/t Ps ljz]if cª\s;lxt tLg lgoldt cª\sx¿ k|sflzt ul/;s]sf] 5 . o; 
otf xfdLn] hg{nsf] gLltx¿sf] ulx/f] ;dLIff u¥of}F / s] kfof}F eg] k|fl1s cg';Gwfg / 
;fj{hlgs gLltlarsf] ;DaGwnfO{ cem dha't agfpg] cfjZostf /x]5 . o; s'/fnfO{ Wofgdf 
/fVb} xfdLn] hg{nsf] p2]Zo k'gk{l/eflift ub}{ hg{nnfO{ cg';Gwfg / gLltlarsf] ;]t'sf] ¿kdf 
k'g;{+/rgf ug{'sf ;fy} cg';Gwfgstf{x¿ / gLlt k]zfsdL{x¿larsf] ;xsfo{nfO{ k|f]T;fxg ug]{ 
u/L hg{nsf] p2]Zo / bfo/f cBfjlws u/]sf 5f}F . o; kl/jt{gn] gLlt lgdf{tfsf nflu :ki6 
/ ;xh efiffdf cg';Gwfg ;~rf/sf] dxŒjnfO{ Wofg lbPsf] 5 . o;} kIfnfO{ ;xh agfpg 
xfdLn] zf]wn]vdf gLlt l;kmfl/; / ;'emfljt dfu{ eGg] gofF v08x¿ clgjfo{ ¿kdf ;dfj]z 
ug{'kg]{ Joj:yf ub}{ kf08'lnlksf] 9fFrf kl/jt{g u/]sf 5f}F . o;n] cg';Gwfgsf lgisif{nfO{ 
sfof{Gjogof]Uo gLltdf ¿kfGt/0f ug{ d2t k'¥ofpF5 . csf]{ kl/jt{gsf] ¿kdf lj1;dLIffsf] 
k|lqmofcl3 k|f/lDes ;DkfbsLo d"Nofª\sg / kf08'lnlk ;'wf/ ;xof]u ug]{ sfd ;'? ul/Psf] 5 . 
o; kxnsf] p2]Zo cg';GwfgnfO{ cem ;d[4 agfpg' / ;DalGwt gLlt;Fu alnof];Fu hf]8\g' xf] . 
rf}yf] cª\sdf k/LIf0f ul/Psf] o; kf08'lnlk ;'wf/ kxn cGtu{t kfFr n]vx¿nfO{ lj:t[t 
gLltut l;kmfl/;df ¿kfGt/0f ub}{ k|sfzg ul/Psf] 5 . o; ;DaGwdf n]vs / ;dLIfsx¿af6 
;sf/fTds k|ltlqmof kfPsf 5f}F . xfdL of] gofF kxnnfO{ ;kmn dfGb} eljiosf cª\sx¿df ;d]t 
lj:tf/ ug]{5f}F . ;fy}, cg';Gwfgstf{ / gLlt k]zfsdL{x¿sf nflu Jofks dfu{bz{gsf] ;Defjgf 
klg vf]Hg]5f}F .
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The Nepal Public Policy Review was launched as a multidisciplinary journal to 
serve as an academic platform for researchers contributing knowledge relevant to 
public policy. We have published two regular volumes along with a special issue 
dedicated to agricultural policy and practice. The special issue stemmed from the 
symposium “Agricultural Policies and Practices in Nepal: Pathways for 
Transformation,” organized in January 2023 by the Policy Research Institute and 
the Nepalese Agricultural Professionals of America (NAPA). The first volume 
included nine research articles and six policy commentaries, while the second 
volume featured thirteen research articles and four policy commentaries. The 
special issue of the third volume produced twelve research articles. However, the 
next issue of this volume contains only two articles due to low submissions.

Following the publication of the third volume, we critically reviewed the journal’s 
policies and publications to assess how well it fulfilled its mission and explored 
opportunities for stronger alignment with public policy.

Based on this review and drawing from the policy research conducted within the 
Policy Research Institute and disseminated in formats such as research reports and 
policy briefs, we identified a pressing need to better align academic research outputs 
with public policy. Achieving this alignment would require revising the journal’s 
policies and, in the case of manuscript submissions, assisting authors in improving 
their work to make it more policy-relevant. Consequently, we redefined the journal’s 
purpose to focus on bridging research with public policy. Additionally, we updated 
the Aims and Scope to encourage the creation and co-creation of policy-relevant 
and policy-ready knowledge, fostering collaboration between researchers and 
policy professionals while expanding the intersection of research and policy.

The philosophy underlying this shift is that communication must be accessible to 
policymakers. It is widely recognized that policy research should be communicated 
using clear and accessible language (Aiyede, 2023; Barreto et al., 2024). To facilitate 
this, we introduced a new manuscript format, which includes mandatory sections 
for Policy Recommendations and Suggested Course of Action. These components 
are designed to transform the objective conclusions of research into actionable 
policy recommendations, which are further elaborated by specifying the responsible 
agencies and the actions they should undertake.

As part of our journal policy improvements, we also implemented an initial 
formative editorial assessment of submitted manuscripts before peer review. This 
assessment serves two purposes: to enrich the research with as much relevant data 
as possible and to ensure its connection to appropriate policies. While providing 
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this kind of assistance is a complex task, the Policy Research Institute, with its 
ongoing multisectoral policy reviews and multidisciplinary research, is uniquely 
positioned to offer valuable insights at the research-policy interface. We have 
leveraged this strength to assist authors with manuscript improvement when deemed 
appropriate by the editorial team.

Starting with Volume 4, we piloted the manuscript improvement service. We 
provided varying levels of assistance for all submissions. The revised manuscripts 
underwent peer review, and those recommended for acceptance—whether with 
minor or major revisions—were revised again by the authors in collaboration with 
the journal’s editorial team. As a result, out of 11 submissions, we successfully 
published five articles in Volume 4. The key distinction between these articles and 
those in previous volumes lies in the conclusion section, which has been meticulously 
translated into policy recommendations. These recommendations were then 
elaborated on in the Suggested Course of Action, which typically includes specific 
recommendations, responsible agencies, and proposed actions.

The feedback we received from authors and reviewers has been overwhelmingly 
positive. Reviewers have praised the research’s clarity and enhanced policy 
relevance, while authors have appreciated the additional policy data and perspectives 
integrated into their work.

Supporting academic writing and mentoring has been shown to improve research 
productivity and quality in resource-limited communities (Sharma, 2025). Similarly, 
providing support to bureaucrats has demonstrated potential to enhance the impact 
of policy research (NASC, 2025; Shrestha et al., 2019; Šimić et al., 2021). This 
suggests that expanding our support model could be an important journal policy 
agenda for us to move forward. Achieving this would require broader collaboration 
between scholars, bureaucrats, and the policy research community, desirably as part 
of a larger research collaboration and community engagement effort. Engaging 
with the community and fostering partnerships is essential in contexts with limited 
knowledge resources, including funding, knowledge creators, and knowledge 
brokers. With growing demand for research-based evidence for public policy 
(Tiwari, 2021; Vagoni, 2021), the emergence of a cooperative policy research 
ecosystem looks inevitable.

In conclusion, we consider the manuscript improvement initiative a successful 
experiment and plan to continue and further strengthen this support in future 
volumes of the journal. We also aim to explore the possibility of expanding the 
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mentoring model, which, as discussed above, has been successfully implemented in 
the academic community and attempted for policy professionals as well.

Editor

Deepak Kumar Khadka
He is a Senior Research Fellow at the Policy Research Institute and the Executive 
Editor of Volume 4 of the Nepal Public Policy Review.
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