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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 is a very good study, and the title reflects a critical area of research. This study contributes to the systems review literature of TVET education and contributes to the global scholarly discourse on education reforms, especially for growing economies. TVET education is critical for growing economies to provide technical and vocational skills to drive economic growth and development.

Bangladesh possesses a substantial youthful population, predominantly including individuals under the age of 35. Technical and Vocational Education and Training (TVET) is essential for Bangladesh to deliver practical and vocational education that supports the mainstream economy, thereby tackling youth unemployment and the skills needed for a competitive market and rectifying the disparity between the education system and the labor market. 
In the context of Bangladesh, Technical and Vocational Education and Training (TVET) is cited as one of the essential pillars for realizing Vision 2041, and contribute to Sustainable Development Goals (SDGs), namely SDG 4: Quality Education and SDG 8: Decent Work. While this study contributes to the systems review literature of TVET education, it also contributes to the global scholarly discourse on education reforms, especially for growing economies.

	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is appropriate and academically sound, and I would not suggest any changes to it.


	

	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.


	No, the abstract must be reconstructed or enhanced to provide a clear background, highlight the purpose or the study and/or objectives; adequately address the methodology, data collection approach, sampling approach and data analysis. 

The following require attention as well: 

1. Sample and sampling procedures are important.

2. How was data analysed?

3. How did you ensure rigor determination (issues of validity and reliability for quant and trustworthiness for qual).

4. Are there any limitations.

5. Provide a summary of key recommendations (just one or two sentences).
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, over 85% references are within the period of 5 years.  However I would suggest that the authors add a minimum of 9 references (bibliography) and should focus on the TVET subject matter to demonstrate that the author(s) have engaged vigorously with relevant literature. 


	

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


	The English language is suitable for scholarly communication, but the article should be edited for grammar and technical consistency in some areas. The author(s) need to pay attention to the recommendations and conclusions to present them in a formal academic tone with precision and vigour.

	

	Optional/General comments


	Rationale for the study, Research Objectives and Research Questions:

I suggest keeping the number of research objectives at four. Therefore, correctly so, the fourth objective should focus on exploring policy insights and providing recommendations.

The author(s) must construct research questions in line with the objectives. Instead of using bullets, present the research objectives and questions in numbers or alphabetic format.

We further strongly recommend that the author(s) develop or discuss the study's rationale or significance as a separate heading. The rationale or significance aids in showcasing the theoretical and methodological rigour, elucidating the significance and highlighting the gaps.

Methodology:

The methodology chosen, qualitative, is appropriate, and the use of interviews and document analysis is suitable for this study.  However, the authors must justify (address the “why” element) the use of field observations, semi-structured interviews, and document analysis.

The article must also demonstrate the sampling strategy and interview protocols and justify the application of the chosen data analysis technique(s). An approach that involves interviews requires the authors to present the ethical considerations, as they are engaging with active participants.

The latter is critical for demonstrating to readers that the paper has adhered to professional ethical standards and academic integrity.

Conclusion & Recommendation:
The manuscript is strong, contextually, and technically relevant; however, the overall impact and quality of the manuscript will be enhanced by concentrating on the following: a literature review, methodology, recommendations, updated references, and conclusions.


	


	PART  2: 



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)



	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)


	


Reviewer details:

Bongani June Mwale, Republic of South Africa

Created by: DR
              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM
   
Version: 3 (07-07-2024)

