EDITORIAL COMMENTS FORM 

	EDITORIAL COMMENT’S on revised paper (if any)
	Authors’ response to editor’s comments

	1. The manuscript at hand cannot be accepted in the current form.

I have advised the authors to correct the abstract. This sentence was from my previous review:

"the abstract does not need to include the authors findings and conclusions but needs to hint that possible findings could /must /will in a way be useful for these and or those learners / practitioners. Abstract is too long (this fact was brought to the author by one of the reviewers and there was a promise to correct. We could not see that".

The author said that they had "revised the abstract".

Now we see the same abstract which became longer. In my corrections I excluded the extra spaces before the colons. Aims became Aims:

No way! The author returned the wrong punctuation. In all 6 (six) cases in abstract.

We write acknowledgement, not acknowledge (I gave this advice to the authors, but they disregarded).

Page 5 contains the same word repeated (furthermore: highlighted green by me).

	Dear Editor,

I sincerely apologize that my previous revision did not fully comply with the guidelines and comments provided in your earlier review. I truly appreciate your patience and valuable feedback. I have now carefully revised the manuscript again, addressing each of your points in detail and ensuring that the revisions align with the specific requirements you outlined.

Thank you for the opportunity to improve this work, and I greatly appreciate your time and understanding.
I have revised the abstract, including the findings and conclusions, which contain findings that may be useful for students and practitioners. The abstract has been reduced to 258 words, and I have removed extra spaces before colons in six cases.

I have revised the acknowledgments, revised version (noun form + corrected punctuation).

I reviewed page 5, which contained repeated words (the information highlighted in green by the editor does not appear in the Revised v2 file). I have reviewed the following sentences:

1. "Technical skills training alongside investments in employee mental health and work-life balance, to ensure not only operational success but also long-term business sustainability." This phrase is repeated twice at the end of the paragraph (almost identically). The revision has removed one of the following:

2. "Long-term employee well-being and job satisfaction" is mentioned twice in consecutive sentences. Revision: The two sentences have been combined to eliminate repetition.

3. "Many developing nations struggle with inadequate training resources and limited access to higher education (Bindawas, 2025)." This sentence has the same meaning as the previous sentence: "Many countries, especially developing ones, face serious challenges in providing relevant training and education due to limited resources and a lack of access to higher education." Revision: Combined into one more concise sentence.
4. "Employee well-being is crucial..." and "A focus on Quality of Work Life (QWL) contributes significantly to job satisfaction..." Both sentences reiterate the idea that employee well-being is important for productivity. Revision: Combined into one short paragraph emphasizing employee well-being → job satisfaction → organizational performance.
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