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	Reviewer’s comment
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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 makes a valuable contribution to the scientific community by offering a comprehensive and conceptually grounded synthesis of the institutional and socio-cultural constraints that shape the performance of the TVET system in South Africa. By framing these constraints as a mutually reinforcing 'constraint nexus', the study moves beyond fragmented explanations to provide a more holistic understanding of why reforms often yield limited outcomes. The paper also enriches existing scholarship by drawing on capability, Bourdieusian, Freirean and decolonial perspectives, thereby deepening the theoretical basis of TVET research. Consequently, the manuscript offers analytical value to scholars and practical relevance to policymakers and practitioners involved in vocational education reform in highly unequal contexts.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is suitable and accurately reflects the focus and scope of the manuscript. It clearly signals the institutional and socio-cultural dimensions of the analysis, while also situating the discussion within the South African TVET context. It is concise and informative, and aligned with the content of the review.
	

	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 provides a comprehensive summary of the manuscript's purpose, scope, conceptual framework and key conclusions. It clearly communicates the central argument concerning the interaction between institutional and socio-cultural constraints. No major additions or deletions are necessary at this stage, as the abstract already provides a balanced overview of the study.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound. The arguments are logically developed and grounded in peer-reviewed literature. They are also consistent with established theoretical frameworks in TVET and education policy research. The narrative review methodology is clearly explained and is well-suited to the study's objectives.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient, relevant and up to date. The manuscript draws on a substantial body of recent peer-reviewed literature from 2018 to 2025, as well as foundational works that provide important conceptual grounding. The reference list provides adequate support for the arguments presented.
	

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


	Yes, the quality of the language is suitable for scholarly communication. The manuscript is written in clear, formal academic English with the correct terminology and a coherent structure. While minor stylistic refinements could enhance readability further, the language meets academic standards overall.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Overall, the manuscript provides a coherent and well-structured synthesis of a complex body of literature. Its strength lies in its integration of institutional analysis with socio-cultural perspectives, offering insights that are not only relevant to South Africa, but also to other contexts facing similar TVET challenges.
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