Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	Asian Journal of Education and Social Studies 

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_AJESS_148399

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	Seeds of Change: Five Years of NEP 2020 and the Future of Learning : A Systematic Review of Structural Shifts in Indian Education

	Type of the Article
	Review Article


	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment
Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	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 holds significant value for the scientific and academic community as it provides one of the most comprehensive systematic reviews of the first five years of NEP 2020—a landmark reform reshaping India’s educational architecture. By synthesizing policy documents, institutional reports, and scholarly literature, it offers evidence-based insights into the policy’s structural, pedagogical, and systemic impacts. The study contributes to research on global education reform by situating India’s transition toward multidisciplinary, skill-oriented, and technologically integrated learning within international trends. Moreover, its critical analysis of implementation challenges and regional disparities provides policymakers, educators, and researchers with actionable guidance to strengthen future educational planning and ensure equitable outcomes across diverse socio-economic contexts.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	More formal and academically focused

· Five Years of NEP 2020: A Systematic Review of Structural Transformations in Indian Education


	

	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.


	The abstract is comprehensive and covers the major components of NEP 2020, but it can be strengthened by improving clarity and reducing density. You may consider briefly specifying the methodological approach to enhance academic rigor and adding one line on the study’s contribution to policymakers and researchers. Some details—such as long lists of reforms—can be condensed to improve readability, and repetitive phrases about inclusivity and global competitiveness may be streamlined. A clearer concluding statement highlighting future implications or policy relevance would further improve the abstract’s coherence and impact.
	

	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.
	The references cited in the manuscript are generally sufficient, relevant, and include a mix of policy documents, academic literature, and institutional reports. Many are recent (2020–2024), which is appropriate for a study evaluating a contemporary policy such as NEP 2020. However, the reference list could be strengthened further by adding more empirical studies published in the last two years and by incorporating comparative or impact-focused research on NEP implementation. Including additional peer-reviewed articles on digital learning outcomes, state-level NEP adoption, and higher-education transformation would enhance the scholarly depth of the review. Suggested additional references include:

· Bordoloi, R. (2021). Online learning in higher education during COVID-19 and its alignment with NEP 2020. Higher Education for the Future.

· Varghese, N.V. (2023). Implementation challenges of NEP 2020: A national perspective. Journal of Educational Planning and Administration.

· Kingdon, G. (2022). Quality, equity, and governance issues in Indian schooling post-NEP 2020. International Journal of Educational Development.
Adding such recent studies would provide stronger empirical support and broaden the analytical foundation of the manuscript.


	

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


	Yes
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript presents a timely and well-structured examination of the first five years of NEP 2020, offering valuable insights into its structural, pedagogical, and systemic implications. The paper is rich in detail and demonstrates a strong command of policy developments; however, improving the organization of certain sections and refining language for clarity would enhance readability. The analysis could be strengthened by integrating more empirical evidence, especially from state-level implementation studies and recent impact assessments. Overall, the manuscript makes a meaningful contribution to discussions on educational reform in India and, with minor revisions, has strong potential for publication.
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