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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.


	· The manuscript is significant to the scientific community because it provides a unique comparative analysis of Tanzania's ETP 2014 and India's NEP 2020.

· It highlights the lessons learned, gaps and context-specific issues, so this 

· In addition to offering insights of equitable and sustainable educational reforms, it enhances the global conversation on inclusivity, quality, funding and digital integration in education.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes. The title is appropriate. To make it more interesting and highlight the emphasis on changes to education policy, it may be somewhat improved.

For example “A Comparative Study of Education Policies: India’s NEP 2020 and Tanzania’s ETP 2014”

	

	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.
	Yes
	

	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.
	• Well-cited, but make sure the formatting is consistent (some entries don't include the capitalization or publisher information). 
• Verify that all in-text citations correspond to references (for example, compare "Moscha, 2018" to "Mosha, 2018"). All references should be cited in the paper.


	

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


	The language standard could be improved. 
• Small typographical errors (for example, "These found fathers" should read "founding fathers"). 
• Use consistent terminology: Tanzania's policy is referred to as "EPF 2014" at times and "ETP 2014" at others. Ensure uniformity.
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	• Although the comparative table is helpful, it is vast and think about condensing it or including visual aids or graphs. 
•Sometimes the results of a discussion are repeated. Make an effort to distinguish between "what it means" (discussion) and "what was found" (results).
	


	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:

Suji Pramila R, Mar Baselios Institute of Technology and Science, India

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

