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	Reviewer’s comment
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	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.


	1. This manuscript holds significant importance for the scientific and educational community, as it addresses the pressing need to realign assessment practices with the transformative goals of NEP 2020.
2. It promotes an innovative shift from traditional rote-based evaluation to dynamic strategies that foster critical thinking, collaboration, and real-world application skills essential for 21st-century learners.
3. This paper can guide educators and policymakers in implementing more effective, inclusive, and holistic assessment practices, thus enhancing the quality and relevance of education in a rapidly evolving global context.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is is appropriate, clear, and reflective of the study's content.
	

	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 generally comprehensive and well-structured. It clearly outlines the problem, the rationale for the study, the methodology, and the intended contribution. However, a few areas could be improved for clarity and conciseness:

1. Redundancy: The first two sentences could be merged to avoid repetition, as they both highlight the limitations of conventional evaluation methods.

2. Methodology Clarification: While the abstract mentions a "qualitative-theoretical approach," it would be helpful to briefly explain what this entails (literature review, conceptual synthesis).

3. Explicit Outcomes: The abstract could benefit from a clearer statement about the expected outcomes or contributions of the conceptual framework, “This framework is intended to serve as a guide for educators and policymakers…”
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript appears to be scientifically sound in its conceptual foundation.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	I recommend the authors consider integrating additional references from the Asian Journal of Education and Social Studies to enhance the manuscript's scholarly depth. Incorporating recent studies related to formative assessment practices or competency-based learning within South Asian or Indian educational contexts would provide valuable empirical support and increase the manuscript’s relevance to regional academic discourse.
	

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


	The language of the article is generally clear and communicates the main ideas effectively. However, there are a few areas where the English could be improved for better scholarly presentation and readability. Some sentences are slightly repetitive or overly wordy, and there are minor grammatical issues that could be refined for precision and academic tone.
	

	Optional/General comments


	This article It addresses the gap in existing literature regarding how formative assessment can be effectively integrated into classroom practices to meet the holistic goals of NEP 2020. The study also provides practical insights for educators seeking to enhance student engagement, critical thinking, and adaptability skills that are essential for 21st-century learners.
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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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