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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 is highly relevant to the scientific community, particularly to scholars and practitioners in education, educational policy, and human capital development. It provides a comprehensive conceptual discussion of reskilling within the context of emerging educational reforms, integrating classical educational theories with contemporary global policy frameworks. The article contributes to academic discourse by systematically articulating how reskilling functions as a strategic response to rapid technological, economic, and societal transformations. Moreover, the manuscript offers a valuable reference for future research, policy formulation, and institutional practice aimed at developing future-ready education systems.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The article's title is generally suitable and reflects the manuscript's central theme: the role of reskilling in preparing educators and learners within emerging educational reforms. It clearly conveys the focus on relevance and future preparedness, which aligns well with the content discussed throughout the paper. However, the title remains somewhat broad and does not explicitly indicate that the manuscript is conceptual or review-based. To enhance clarity and academic precision, the title could be refined to emphasize its analytical and conceptual orientation as well as its global educational context.
	

	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 largely comprehensive and provides a clear overview of the background, focus, and overall argument of the manuscript. It effectively highlights the need for reskilling in response to technological advancement, globalization, and changing workforce demands. Nevertheless, the abstract would benefit from explicitly stating the methodological approach, such as whether the study is a conceptual analysis or a literature-based review. In addition, the key insights or conceptual contributions could be articulated more clearly, and the implications for academic discourse and educational policy could be stated more explicitly to strengthen the abstract’s scholarly impact.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	From a scientific perspective, the manuscript is theoretically sound and well-grounded in established educational theories and reputable policy frameworks. The arguments are coherent and supported by authoritative sources, including classical theorists such as Dewey, Bloom, Piaget, and Vygotsky, as well as contemporary reports from UNESCO, OECD, and the World Economic Forum. However, the discussion is predominantly descriptive and normative. The manuscript could be further strengthened by incorporating a more critical analytical dimension, such as discussing potential limitations, contextual challenges, or differing perspectives on reskilling across educational systems.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references used in the manuscript are generally sufficient, relevant, and appropriate for the topic under investigation. The combination of foundational theoretical works and influential global policy documents provides a strong scholarly basis for the discussion. Nonetheless, the manuscript relies heavily on sources published before 2021, and the inclusion of more recent peer-reviewed journal articles would enhance its academic currency. Incorporating recent empirical studies on teacher reskilling, digital pedagogy, and future skills development would strengthen the manuscript's engagement with current research trends.
	

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


	The overall quality of the English is appropriate for scholarly communication, and the manuscript is written in a clear, formal academic style. The terminology is generally precise, and the arguments are communicated effectively. Minor issues remain, particularly related to lengthy sentences, occasional redundancy, and stylistic repetition. Careful language polishing or professional proofreading would further improve clarity, coherence, and readability, ensuring the manuscript fully meets the standards of international academic publishing.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Overall, this manuscript presents a well-structured and theoretically informed discussion of reskilling in the context of contemporary educational reforms. It has strong potential for publication as a conceptual or review-based article after minor to moderate revisions. Clarifying the article's methodological positioning, strengthening its critical analysis, and updating the reference base would significantly enhance its scholarly contribution. With these refinements, the manuscript could make a meaningful contribution to ongoing debates on future-ready education and lifelong learning.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	There are no apparent ethical issues identified in this manuscript. The article is conceptual and review-based in nature and does not involve human participants, personal data, experimental procedures, or vulnerable populations that would require ethical clearance or institutional review board approval. The arguments are developed through the synthesis of established theories and publicly available policy documents, which is appropriate for this type of scholarly work. However, it is recommended that the authors explicitly clarify in the methodology or introductory section that the study is a conceptual review and does not involve primary data collection, in order to avoid any potential ambiguity regarding ethical compliance
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