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	Reviewer’s comment

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

	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.


	This manuscript provides a timely and relevant analysis of how NEP 2020 is poised to reshape English language instruction at the Higher Secondary level in India. It bridges policy analysis with practical insights from the ground, combining survey data and field observations. For researchers, educators, and policymakers, this study sheds light on the real-world feasibility of ambitious educational reforms. It highlights the practical challenges—such as teacher readiness and infrastructural gaps—making it a valuable resource for future reforms and teacher training frameworks.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	the title is suitable. It is clear, direct, and accurately reflects the content and focus of the manuscript. However, if a more academic and concise version is desired, an alternative could be:
“Reimagining English Education at the Higher Secondary Level: An Analysis of NEP 2020 Implementation in India”

	

	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 well-written and captures the essence of the study. It effectively summarizes the objectives, methodology, key findings, and implications. However, a small refinement is recommended:

The phrase “survey and field data” could be more specific. Consider briefly stating how many participants or how many schools were included.

The final sentence could mention at least one concrete recommendation from the study to give a stronger takeaway.

Suggested revision:
“…The paper concludes with recommendations such as enhanced teacher training and equitable resource distribution to make English education more accessible and impactful across diverse socio-economic contexts.”


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound. The theoretical foundation is well-established through a thorough literature review, and the methodology is appropriate and clearly explained. The integration of field study, policy analysis, and survey data strengthens the credibility of the findings. The arguments are logical and evidence-based, with a clear connection to NEP 2020’s goals. Still, the inclusion of more quantitative data (e.g., survey percentages, figures, or tables) would further support the analysis.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are relevant and generally appropriate, with a mix of foundational and recent sources. Most cited works are from 2005 onwards, with multiple references post-2020, which aligns with the NEP’s release timeline. However, the inclusion of 1–2 international comparative studies on language policy or skill-based English learning from other multilingual countries (e.g., South Africa, Singapore) would enrich the discussion and provide a global perspective.

Suggested addition:

Coleman, H. (2011). Developing countries and the English language: Rhetoric, risks and realities. British Council.

Mohanty, A.K. (2019). Multilingual Education in India: The Case for English Plus Mother Tongue.

	

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


	Yes, the language is largely formal, clear, and appropriate for academic readership. The tone is objective, and technical terms are used appropriately. There are minor areas where sentence construction could be made more concise or active, but these do not detract from comprehension. A light copy-edit or proofreading for grammar, punctuation, and word repetition (e.g., “students,” “English instruction”) would enhance readability further.


	

	Optional/General comments


	Good
This is a well-researched and timely manuscript with a clear focus, sound methodology, and relevant findings. The analysis is rich and offers both theoretical and practical insights into NEP 2020's impact on English education. The structure, language, and referencing are largely appropriate for scholarly communication. However, it requires minor revisions—mainly in terms of:

Adding an ethics statement.

Strengthening the abstract slightly.

Minor grammatical edits and a touch of global comparative literature.
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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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