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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 manuscript offers a timely and comprehensive evaluation of India’s National Education Policy (NEP) 2020, one of the largest education reforms globally in terms of scale and ambition. By synthesizing diverse sources and analyzing five critical domains, it provides valuable insights into how large, multilingual systems attempt modernization amid global and local pressures. Its emphasis on implementation challenges, equity implications, and internationalization makes it highly relevant to comparative education scholars, policy researchers, and global development experts. The findings also contribute empirical evidence to ongoing debates on education reform in emerging economies and offer practical lessons for designing inclusive, future-ready education systems.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title is generally clear and informative, but it could be more specific and scholarly to reflect the depth and scope of the manuscript. It doesn’t mention the National Education Policy (NEP) 2020 directly, which is central to the paper. Suggested Alternative Titles: "Reforming Education at Scale: A Critical Review of NEP 2020 and Its Global Significance"
	

	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, the abstract is largely comprehensive, effectively outlining the scope, methodology, key findings, and policy implications of the study. However, it could benefit from slight revisions for improved clarity and focus. The inclusion of NEP 2020’s core vision such as equitable, inclusive, and flexible education would strengthen context. Condensing the thematic domains would reduce density, while a brief mention of the review’s intended audience (e.g., policymakers or education researchers) could increase relevance. The abstract may also briefly clarify the scale or scope of reviewed materials to bolster credibility. Overall, it is rich in content but would benefit from minor streamlining for broader accessibility.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound. It adopts a structured thematic synthesis approach, drawing from credible sources such as peer-reviewed research, institutional reports, and empirical analyses. The analysis is balanced, highlighting both the strengths and implementation challenges of NEP 2020. The conclusions are well-supported by evidence, and the policy recommendations are practical and contextually grounded. Overall, the manuscript demonstrates analytical rigor and contributes meaningfully to the academic discourse on large-scale education reform and global policy impact.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references are sufficient, diverse, and scientifically appropriate for the scope of this manuscript. They include a strong mix of peer-reviewed journal articles, government documents, and international reports, covering both theoretical and empirical perspectives. The sources span multiple years (2020–2025) and reflect interdisciplinary domains including teacher education, EdTech, internationalization, and equity aligned with the thematic structure of the manuscript. However, referencing a few more implementation-focused studies or regional case studies from Indian states could further strengthen contextual depth.
	

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


	Yes, the language and English quality of the article are generally suitable for scholarly communication. The manuscript demonstrates a formal, academic tone and uses discipline-specific vocabulary appropriately. Complex ideas are articulated clearly, and the structure is logically organized. However, certain sections particularly long lists and densely packed thematic explanations could benefit from minor editing for conciseness and improved readability. Streamlining some sentences and reducing repetition would enhance flow and accessibility without compromising scholarly rigor. Overall, the writing meets academic standards and is well-aligned with publication in peer-reviewed journals.
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