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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 addresses a timely and important topic by evaluating the implementation of NEP-2020 in higher education institutions of Uttarakhand from a student perspective. It provides strong empirical evidence on how policy implementation affects student satisfaction, using a robust PLS-SEM methodology. The findings offer practical insights for policymakers, educators, and institutional administrators, particularly in regions with diverse geographic and socio-economic challenges. Overall, the study contributes valuable evidence to the literature on education policy effectiveness and student-centered evaluation.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is appropriate, clear, and descriptive. It accurately reflects the focus of the study and the methodology used. Optional suggestion: “Student-Centric Assessment of NEP-2020 Implementation in Uttarakhand Higher Education: A PLS-SEM Study”
	

	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.


	Yes
The abstract is well-written and summarizes the objectives, methodology, and key findings effectively. To improve clarity, it could briefly mention the diversity of the sample, including government, aided, and private institutions. This would give readers a clearer context of the study
	.

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound. The methodology is appropriate, statistical analysis is robust, and interpretations are logical and consistent with the data. The conceptual framework and hypotheses are clearly stated and supported by evidence.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are relevant and cover key literature on NEP-2020 and PLS-SEM. Including a few more recent studies from 2022–2025 on NEP implementation and student-centered evaluation could strengthen the literature review.
	

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


	Yes, the language is clear, formal, and suitable for scholarly communication. Minor proofreading could improve sentence flow in a few places, but overall it is well-written.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The study makes a meaningful contribution to higher education policy evaluation in India. Tables and statistical results are well-presented. It may be helpful to briefly discuss the limitations of generalizing the findings due to convenience sampling.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	No apparent ethical issues are observed. The study uses survey data collected from students, and it appears that participant consent, confidentiality, and privacy were respected throughout the research process.
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