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	PART  1: Comments



	
	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.


	With these revisions, the paper could be a valuable publication in journals related to library science, information studies, education reform, or digital transformation in the knowledge sector.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Consider shortening the title for brevity if the journal style guide requires (e.g., dropping the subtitle).
	

	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 slightly dense and could benefit from clearer segmentation (e.g., breaking into background, method, findings, and recommendations).

· The phrase “monopolistic tendencies of LIS educators” is strong and may need tempering or clarification if not substantiated in the body.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	This manuscript makes a valuable contribution to the ongoing discourse about modernizing LIS education in developing countries, particularly India. It contributes to academic literature by:

· Identifying specific institutional, pedagogical, and policy gaps.

· Contextualizing Indian LIS challenges globally.

· Proposing implementable reforms for closing the theory–practice divide.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Both national and international references highlighted but, you can include How Asia literature research has been carried out on this topic.
	

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


	Conduct a professional language edit for clarity and conciseness.


	

	Optional/General comments


	Methodology Section

· Issue: The methodology, though qualitatively framed, lacks detail on data sources, selection criteria, and coding strategy for content analysis.

· Recommendation: Expand the methodology to clarify how the literature was selected, how themes were coded and analyzed, and any limitations in the approach.

Empirical Evidence

· Issue: Some data points (e.g., percentage of librarians feeling unprepared) are referenced without clear methodological background—i.e., were they from formal surveys, published studies, or interviews?

· Recommendation: Clarify the origin of these statistics and cite them properly. If they are based on the author’s own surveys, include sampling methods and participant demographics.

Repetitions and Length
· Issue: Some issues (e.g., lack of practical training, outdated curricula) are repeated across multiple sections.

· Recommendation: Streamline the text by consolidating repetitive points, especially in Sections 9, 10, and 12.
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