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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment


	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 provides a timely and nuanced exploration of the "alternate" educational landscape in India, specifically through the lens of the SSVM network in Odisha. While much of mainstream educational research focuses on public vs. private outcomes, this work digs into the pedagogical mechanics of how cultural identity is synthesized with formal curricula. By highlighting the tension between high academic discipline and the potential limitations on pluralism, it offers a vital case study for sociologists of education and policymakers grappling with the role of nationalism in 21st-century schooling.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes. The title "Education, Identity, and Management: A Critical Review of Saraswati Shishu Vidya Mandirs in Odisha" accurately captures the three pillars of the paper. It clearly defines the scope and the "critical" nature of the inquiry.
	

	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. It effectively summarizes the holistic model of SSVMs, the structured management, the academic strengths, and the scholarly critiques regarding cultural diversity . It hits all the necessary notes for a reader to grasp the paper's essence quickly.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes. The methodology of a "Critical Review" is upheld through the synthesis of existing literature and the inclusion of quantitative visual aids (Figures 1-4) and comparative tables. The analysis correctly identifies the correlation between the school’s "Very High" emphasis on value-based education and its impact on student identity.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes. The author has done their homework, citing foundational works (Sarkar, 1994; Ball, 2003) alongside very recent 2022-2025 scholarship. This blend provides both historical context and contemporary relevance.
	

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


	Yes. The prose is clear and accessible. It avoids overly dense jargon, making the "human" element of the school experience—like the morning prayers and village-level management—feel grounded and real.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The paper is strong and provides a vivid "Radar Chart" of how these schools operate. The only reason for a "Minor Revision" instead of "Accept As It Is" is to encourage the author to perhaps expand slightly on the "Technology Integration" gap. A few more sentences on how this might affect students entering a globalized, tech-heavy workforce would add even more "critical" weight to the review.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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