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	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.


	The alignment of vocational education with a fast-changing labour market is a crucial issue at the core of China's economic development that is addressed in this article. It offers a prompt, thorough examination of the issues and suggests practical reform measures. For researchers, educational leaders, and policymakers in China and other developing nations dealing with comparable skills shortages, the study is extremely pertinent. It makes a substantial contribution to the domains of workforce development and educational policy by methodically examining contemporary literature and policy papers to provide a useful summary of the state of vocational education today and its prospects.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, The title is appropriate. It briefly and effectively summarises the main issue (the flexibility of vocational curricula), scope (China), and main focal areas (strategies and difficulties) of the article.


	

	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 goal, techniques, main conclusions, and implications are all covered in the abstract, which is generally thorough. It could be a little stronger, though. The report "suggests strategies" is what it says now, but to provide a more tangible preview, it may briefly discuss one or two of the key tactics that were found (such as teacher training and industry-academia partnership). It is best to keep the sentence "The findings underscore the need for a dynamic and proactive approach..."


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript seems to be sound from a scientific standpoint. It uses a well-known methodology (systematic literature review according to PRISMA guidelines) and bases its analysis on many cited sources, such as government reports, industry publications, and scholarly journals. The difficulties and strategies described are rationally derived from the evaluated literature, and the historical overview is well-founded. The arguments are well-reasoned and backed up with data from the references.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Considering how quickly the subject is developing, the references are mainly adequate and include a substantial number of recent articles (up to 2024). The scope is suitable. The authors can think about including one or two foundational references on international vocational education systems and reforms for a comparative perspective to better enrich the context.


	

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


	In general, the terminology is understandable and appropriate for academic discourse. A few small grammar faults, strange phrasings, and some repetitions are present, nevertheless (for example, the term "ever-changing" is repeated a lot). To improve the manuscript's readability and polish, a professional editing agency or a native English speaker should proofread it thoroughly.


	

	Optional/General comments


	Major Strength: 
The history, governance, and contemporary issues of the Chinese vocational education system are all covered in detail and with great organisation in this manuscript. Particularly useful are the tables and the sections' obvious organisation (e.g., Challenges, Strategies).

Major Weakness: 
The "Findings" section provides a wealth of detail. Although it synthesises data from multiple sources, it does not include a critical, analytical discussion that contrasts and compares the results of various studies to create a more complex argument. The "challenges" and "strategies" could be presented more fluidly after the "current state" has been described.

Specific Comment: 

The manuscript mentions a table of "key policies and reforms" and "Figure 1" (the PRISMA flow diagram), but these were not included in the provided text. For a complete review and for the article to be publishable, these visual aids are essential and must be included
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 
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