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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 article is of particular importance, as the researcher has pointed out, because contemporary society is constantly undergoing change. If social work does not maintain its dynamic nature, it will be unable to effectively fulfill its roles in the face of the rapid and widespread changes within societies. This highlights the necessity for continuous redefinition and re-creation of social work roles in response to these transformations
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The researcher has referred to the new roles of social work based on the local context of a specific community. It would be appropriate for the title of the study to reflect this point and focus on the evolution of social work roles in the 21st century within the specific region where the study has been conducted.
	

	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.


	1-Lacks Specificity – While it mentions "diverse roles," it does not specify what these roles are (e.g., digital advocacy, trauma-informed care).
2- No Methodology – Fails to state whether the article is theoretical, a literature review, or based on empirical research.
3- Limited Theoretical/Policy Context – Does not reference key frameworks (e.g., human rights, anti-oppressive practice) or policy implications. 
4-Vague Contribution – Phrases like "valuable resource" are too general; it should clarify what new insights or solutions the article provides.
The abstract needs to be completely rewritten.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	It is necessary to review the different sections. The abstract should be rewritten, and the methodology should be presented in a precise and clear manner. In the findings section, it is essential to categorize the roles of social workers in various domains such as environment, economy, health, etc., so that the audience gains a more detailed perspective on the topic. Additionally, the roles should be more clearly and innovatively defined by the researcher. Otherwise, the originality and creativity of the research may be questioned, and it will lose its scientific value.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	1. Update Older Citations: Replace pre-2010 sources with recent meta-analyses or systematic reviews (e.g., from Research on Social Work Practice).

2. Balance Regional Focus: Add more studies from Latin America and Southeast Asia to complement the India/Africa emphasis.

3. Include Policy Documents: Reference WHO/UNICEF reports on child welfare or ILO labor standards.

4. Highlight Innovation: Cite works on trauma-informed care or community-based participatory research.

It is essential for the researcher to adopt a comprehensive and integrated perspective on the role of social workers across diverse domains—including judicial, environmental, economic, cultural, political, and other spheres—and to explain the evolution of these roles accordingly

	

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


	-Minor errors exist (e.g., "Social Workers engage in direct practice with client" → "clients").
-Some transitions between sections are abrupt (e.g., moving from methodology to "SOCIAL WORK" without a linking sentence).
-Inconsistent citation formatting (e.g., URLs mixed with APA-style references)

	

	Optional/General comments


	1-The section on methodology contains some unnecessary content. Our goal is not to introduce or explain the method itself, but rather to focus on how the method is applied in the research process. Therefore, this section needs to be rewritten.

2-The researcher, in defining the roles of social workers, has mentioned the role of stigma reduction in the field of mental health. However, the issue of stigma is not limited to mental health alone; individuals, groups, and communities may experience various forms of stigma based on their specific physical, emotional, economic, political, and cultural conditions. An important point to consider is that stigma should not only be examined at the individual level. Since the study addresses the evolution of roles in social work, it should also be viewed at multiple levels, including group, local, national, and international contexts.
3- The researcher has pointed out an important role such as enhancing resilience for peace. My suggestion is that instead of resilience, which is more specific, social work and peace should be explicitly mentioned, with resilience being placed as a subset of it.
4- The researcher has mentioned the role in labor policies and job inclusion, and given the impact of technologies such as artificial intelligence in the 21st century, this section could be expanded by focusing on these developments
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