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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.


	This manuscript addresses a critical gap in graduate engineering education by proposing a novel and practical reform model tailored to the goals of the "Made in China 2025" initiative. By systematically analysing both domestic and international education models, the paper provides valuable insights for educators, policymakers and industry leaders seeking to align engineering training with evolving technological and industrial needs.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title is clear and generally appropriate; however, More precise could be something like: Aligning Graduate Mechanical Engineering Education with ‘Made in China 2025’
	

	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 current abstract is NOT comprehensive. 
It does NOT provide a clear summary of the motivation, methodology, main findings or implications of the paper. It omits the essential elements of a well-structured abstract.
For instance:
· Add a brief background/motivation:
Clearly state the context and the need for reform in graduate mechanical engineering education.

· Outline the methodology/approach:
How the model was developed, compared with international practices and how its effectiveness was assessed.

· Summarize key findings/results

· State the significance/implications


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically reasonable in its conceptual foundation and literature integration, but it is not scientifically rigorous in terms of empirical validation.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, references are recent but are not sufficient.
Have to include more and widen the research.,
	

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


	Yes it is suitable.
	

	Optional/General comments


	· The conceptual model while novel in phrasing, closely parallels established dual-mentor and university-industry collaboration frameworks found in existing literature. The unique contributions of this model over previous approaches are not thoroughly articulated.

· The manuscript lacks empirical rigor. There are no quantitative or qualitative data presented from the implementation of the model.

· There is no description of sample size, data collection, or analysis methods for the “test” of the proposed model.

· Some sections (e.g., literature review and implementation strategies) are overly descriptive and lack critical analysis or specificity.

· Section 3 title is repeated, and some content is repeated or misplaced.

· Lacks a critical examination of why previous reforms have failed and how this model overcomes those challenges in a measurable way.

· The impact assessment is unclear that how improvement in student abilities was measured or validated.
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