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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.


	I believe this manuscript will make a timely and relevant contribution to higher education policy research by providing one of the earliest empirical, student-centric evaluations of NEP-2020 implementation at the state level. Its focus on Uttarakhand, a geographically and socio-economically complex Himalayan state, adds contextual depth often missing in national-level policy analyses. Methodologically, the application of PLS-SEM strengthens the analysis and offers framework for evaluating education reforms in comparable regional settings. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is generally appropriate and clearly reflects the study’s scope, methodology, and context. There could be minor refinement such as “Student-Centric Evaluation of National Education Policy 2020 Implementation in Higher Education: Evidence from Uttarakhand Using PLS-SEM” This alternative slightly improves clarity and conciseness.
	

	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 comprehensive, well-structured, and clearly communicates the purpose of research, methodology, key findings, and implications. I suggest that the authors briefly mention the cross-sectional design limitation to balance the strong causal language. Consider explicitly stating the policy implication (e.g., need for institutional capacity building) in one sentence to enhance practical relevance.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound. The conceptual framework is coherent, hypotheses are theoretically grounded, and the use of PLS-SEM is appropriate given the study objectives and data characteristics. However, the author should strengthen the literature review section with more scientific literature, especially 2020-2026 and add international comparative literature to strengthen the arguments. Currently the literature review section is more descriptive than analysis. A critical perspective is needed throughout scientific writing. Redundancies between structural results tables could be streamlined, but they do not affect scientific correctness.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are largely sufficient, relevant, and recent, particularly with respect to NEP-2020, PLS-SEM methodology, and Indian higher education policy. I would suggest that the authors add recent empirical studies (2022-2024) on NEP-2020 implementation at institutional or state levels and some international comparative policy implementation studies to strengthen global positioning. At the current stage the references are too few. 
	

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


	The language is somewhat clear and could be appropriate for scholarly communication. I suggest some corrections for grammatical inconsistencies and occasional repetition. 
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)

No apparent ethical issues are identified
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