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	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 valuable historical perspective on the evolution of teacher education in India, effectively mapping the critical transition from episodic In-Service Training (INSET) to Continuous Professional Development (CPD) over the last seven decades. By scrutinizing a wide range of policy documents, the work addresses a notable gap in the literature regarding the operational challenges of implementing national frameworks like the National Education Policy (NEP) 2020 in a diverse educational landscape. Its relevance extends to the broader scientific community by highlighting universal issues in creating scalable, technology-enhanced professional development systems that aim to balance standardization with regional autonomy. Consequently, this review serves as a significant reference for researchers and policymakers seeking to design more sustainable and inclusive support structures for educators in developing economies.
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	Dear author(s),

I have carefully read your manuscript which explores the evolution of teacher professional development in India over the last seven decades. I found the topic to be quite relevant, particularly the focus on the shift from In-Service Training (INSET) to Continuous Professional Development (CPD). However, after a thorough review, I have decided to recommend major revisions. I felt that while the historical timeline is well-documented, the manuscript currently functions more as a descriptive summary of policy documents rather than a critical "State-of-the-Art" research review. To warrant publication, I believe the paper needs to move beyond listing commission recommendations to providing a deeper, critical synthesis of the gap between these policies and their actual implementation impact.

In terms of methodology, I had some concerns regarding the rigor of the literature selection. While the study covers a 70-year period, relying on only 49 documents seems somewhat limited for such a broad timeframe. I felt that the methodology section could be more transparent; specifically, I was unsure how the final selection was narrowed down and if significant critical studies regarding the failure or success of these policies were inadvertently excluded. A more robust description of the inclusion and exclusion criteria would help readers trust the validity of your review. I also noticed that the analysis often presents findings from reports at face value without critically questioning the data or contrasting it with independent research studies.

Regarding the international context, I appreciated the inclusion of the comparison table, but I felt the integration of these global perspectives into the main argument was somewhat surface-level. The paper lists features of CPD in countries like Japan and the UK but does not fully utilize this information to critically evaluate the Indian context. To strengthen the discussion and position the paper within the broader academic discourse, I believe it is essential to engage more deeply with recent international literature, particularly from Western contexts, to highlight how modern digital and mentorship frameworks are being applied globally. It is also suggested that the authors consider the following studies to enhance the intro and LR sections of the present study:

Papadakis, S., Lytvynova, S. H., Ivanova, S. M., & Selyshcheva, I. A. (2024). Advancing lifelong learning with AI-enhanced ICT: A review of 3L-Person 2024. In CEUR Workshop Proceedings (9th International Workshop on Professional Retraining and Life-Long Learning using ICT: Person-oriented Approach — 3L-Person 2024, Lviv, Ukraine, September 25, 2023). CEUR-WS.org.

Yirci, R., Karakose, T., Kocabas, I., Tülübaş, T., & Papadakis, S. (2023). A bibliometric review of the knowledge base on mentoring for the professional development of school administrators. Sustainability, 15(4), 3027.

Papadakis, S., Striuk, A. M., Kravtsov, H. M., Shyshkina, M. P., Marienko, M. V., & Danylchuk, H. B. (2024). Embracing digital innovation and cloud technologies for transformative learning experiences. In Proceedings of the 11th Workshop on Cloud Technologies in Education (CTE 2023), Kryvyi Rih, Ukraine, December 22, 2023. CEUR Workshop Proceedings.

I also wanted to draw your attention to the ethical statement included in the manuscript. I noticed a declaration stating the study was approved by an ethics committee. Since this is a literature review, such approval is typically not applicable. I suggest verifying this to ensure the manuscript adheres to standard reporting guidelines. Additionally, please ensure that the appropriate submission checklists (e.g., PRISMA for reviews) are consulted to ensure all necessary structural elements of a systematic review are present.

On the quality of writing, I felt that the flow was occasionally hindered by repetitive phrasing and some awkward sentence structures. For instance, the transition between the historical policy descriptions and the analysis of current digital initiatives like NISHTHA could be smoother. I would recommend a careful round of proofreading to polish the language. Furthermore, I urge you to ensure that the voice throughout the paper is authentically yours; occasionally, the tone felt somewhat generic, which can sometimes occur when relying too heavily on digital writing assistance. Ensuring a strong, personal academic voice will greatly enhance the readability of your work.
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