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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 contributes to the scientific community by providing a systematic, theory-informed analysis of leadership and skill development trends in global business education using publicly available institutional documents. By integrating Institutional Theory and Human Capital Theory, the study offers a structured framework for understanding why common leadership competencies emerge across leading business schools while still allowing for local adaptation.
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	Overall, the abstract is thorough, well-written, and consistent with the format and content of the entire work. It satisfies the requirements of the majority of social science and education journals by clearly covering the goal, data source, methodology, analytical framework, key findings, and overall implications.
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