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	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.


	The comparative study shows significant discussions of how different political context shape library transformation. This time, it is no longer repository alone but can be utilized as a dynamic hub supporting educational policies and literacy. This research as it compares innovation from two countries plays a significant initiative to weigh possible technological shifts to support educational system.
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	Yes, it directly communicates the comparative framing of academic libraries for two countries India and the United States.
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	Yes, it has strong opening and the methodology is transparent. However, it is still possible to trim down some of the explanation without losing paper’s quality.
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	Yes, however, repetitive phrases are recommended to be refined to avoid jargon words.
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	The article can still improve its methodology by a deeper engagement with literatures.
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