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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 article is important to Librarianship profession in view of its digital and transformative posture towards integrating library professionals into teaching and digital literacy initiatives. This is also going to bring about a clear pathway for librarians to assume some formal teaching roles thereby limiting their impact on student learning as well as innovation in the institution especially in Library and Information Science profession in India. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title for the article is suitable except that I will suggest that it should read as thus: Reimagining Librarianship: Policy Frameworks for Integrating Library Professionals into Teaching and Digital Literacy Initiatives 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.


	From a professional point of view, the abstracts need revamping in order for it to meet up with the stand of writing an informative abstract. My observations 
1. The abstract need to start with the title or topic the author is investigating 
2. There is a need to state briefly the objective of the study 
3. The keywords should be arranged in alphabetically in line with the librarianship profession dictates. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Well, there are not quantitative data in the course of the analysis. Even though the author adopted a mixed method research design, it only integrated qualitative and comparative approaches to explore the evolving institutional role of librarians.  
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Though there many references cited by the author, however, considering the contemporary nature of the topic and knowing that the research is being conducted in 2025, there is an urgent need for the author to review the references according to citing latest literatures from 2020 upward and expunge old references as old as 2005, 2007, 2010, 2003, 2006. There so many of them. 
	

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


	The English quality of the journal is Ok 
	

	Optional/General comments


	The author should take note of all my observations are revert accordingly especially for the title, some part of the abstract as well as removing old references and updating with current citations. 
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