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	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.


	The importance of this paper for the scientific community is great, since it deals with the research of a problem that is gaining more and more importance in the modern digital age, which is confirmed by the analysis of the works, the number of which increased especially during 2024. Namely, the importance of the work was confirmed by the application of bibliometric analysis methods, as one of the best indicators of scientific productivity.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title of the paper fully corresponds to the proposed research subject and clearly indicates the content of the research endeavour.
	

	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 text of the abstract of this article is not at a satisfactory level of scientific and professional consideration of the subject matter for the following reasons.

First, the text of the abstract does not clearly indicate the purpose of the research. Therefore, the description of the problem being investigated is blurred.

Second, the abstract does not specify the time period of the research, as well as the place/country of the research. The reading public cannot clearly understand the example of which country or region the research is being conducted in.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is written in a clear style and fully complies with the rules for writing a scientific paper.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	All sources of literature used in this paper are new, suitable and sufficient enough to serve as a basis for studying the subject of the research problem.
	

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


	Yes, the quality of the English language in which the paper is written is suitable for scholarly communication.
	

	Optional/General comments


	It is impossible to overestimate the significance of skill development in the quickly changing global economy of today. The gap between rich and underprivileged populations is still alarming, especially when it comes to access to economic growth and educational possibilities, even while innovation and technology advancements continue to propel progress. As the world economy faces these issues head-on, it has become clear that socioeconomic disparities must be addressed immediately in order to enable people in marginalized communities to improve their quality of life. Thus, this paper addresses one of the important issues of today, especially in the context of rapidly growing economies, such as India.
However, despite the well-structured, detailed and high-quality analysis of the mentioned problem, and logical and correct conclusion, in order for this paper to be accepted for publication, it is necessary to make some minor changes in accordance with the following.

First, it is necessary to make corrections according to the above-mentioned suggestions in the text of the abstract of this paper. 

Second, when analysing, whether qualitative or quantitative, taking a certain period of time is essential to obtain quality results. In the paper, there is an inconsistency in defining the time period of the analysis. In one part of the paper (II
RESEARCH METHODOLOGY, section: Data Compilation), the author emphasis: “This study conducts a review in the Scopus database from 2001 to 2025 to identify scholarly studies articulating skill development with sustainable livelihoods”. But, in the other part of the paper (part III: ANALYSIS AND INTERPRETATION, section: Publication Trends: Year-wise growth in research articles) he indicates that: “Figure 1 depicts the time distribution of articles across the observed period, which ranged from 1999 to 2025”; and (section: Most Cited paper): “This part relies on citations obtained by authors from 1991 to 2025, arriving at the most productive and influential authors over time”.
Taking different time frames for data analysis can affect the consistency of the research results and make it difficult to compare the results and reduce the quality of the research. 

In order to improve the quality of scientific research, it is recommended to precisely define and harmonize the time frame of the analysis in the entire work, in order to ensure methodological consistency.
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