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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 study contributes valuable insights in knowledge-sharing behaviors among academic librarians in the Rajshahi Division. For examining organizational culture, technological infrastructure, and behavioral patterns, the findings can help the academic institutions to develop strategies for enhancing knowledge-sharing practices. Moreover, the study highlights the barriers and enablers for affecting knowledge-sharing, that is essential for library development and innovation.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is suitable and reflects the study’s focus. However, it could be slightly refined for clarity. Like (Exploring Knowledge-Sharing Behavior Patterns Among Academic Librarians in Rajshahi Division, Bangladesh).

	

	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.


	Abstract is well structured, but minor refinements in methodology details and conciseness would improve clarity. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The study is scientifically correct. However, Discussion section is missing, which is essential for interpreting findings, comparing them with previous research. Moreover, the in-text citations do not follow the numbered citation format in square brackets. some sections contain repetitive content (e.g., knowledge-sharing definitions and benefits).
The references are outdated (e.g., Nonaka & Takeuchi, 1995; Davenport & Prusak, 1998).

The literature review would be strengthened by including more recent research (after 2015).  Addressing these sections would improve readability.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References have formatting and spacing issues, missing or incorrect punctuation, inconsistent citation styles, and improper structuring of journal titles and book names.
For example, the title in reference 3 should be italicized. Likewise, certain references (such as references 7, 8, and 9) include extraneous brackets and numbering. Furthermore, it is necessary to resolve the presence of missing information in some entries (such as references 11 and 12) and incomplete citations (such as reference 6). Clarity and professionalism will increase if the format is standardized to follow the mandated citation style.


	

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


	To enhance sentence structure, syntax, and clarity, the language needs to be revised. Example of unclear phrasing:
So it is clear that the awareness of knowledge sharing is good for overall librarian.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Findings of the study indicate a strong awareness of knowledge sharing among librarians but technical terms should be consistently defined and used throughout the manuscript. For example: Knowledge portals vs. Digital repositories. Have you used them as the same? If yes, use only one term throughout.

Tacit knowledge vs. Implicit knowledge. Were they being used interchangeably? If so, clarify with a proper definition
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