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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 for the scientific community as it bridges global Positive Youth Development (PYD) frameworks with the unique Indian context of adolescent sports participation, addressing critical gaps in culturally specific research on life skills and leadership. By synthesizing empirical studies, policy analyses like Khelo India, and theoretical models such as Lerner's Five Cs, it underscores sports' role in fostering resilience, teamwork, and civic responsibility amid social challenges like gender inequities and rural access barriers. The proposed integrated framework offers actionable insights for educators, coaches, and policymakers, potentially guiding evidence-based interventions to enhance youth outcomes in resource-constrained settings. Overall, it advances sports psychology and youth development literature by advocating for inclusive, intentional program design in emerging economies.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title "Adolescent Sport Participation and Positive Youth Development of Life skills and Leadership in India" is suitable, as it clearly captures the core focus on sports, PYD, life skills, and leadership within an Indian context. However, it could be refined for grammatical precision and conciseness. Suggested alternative: "Adolescent Sports Participation, Life Skills, and Leadership in Positive Youth Development: An Indian Perspective".
	

	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, effectively summarizing the review's scope, key findings on life skills (e.g., teamwork, resilience), contextual factors (e.g., gender, socioeconomic status), limitations, and proposed framework. It aligns well with the manuscript's emphasis on empirical, policy, and theoretical integration for Indian adolescents. No major additions or deletions needed, though specifying "review" explicitly (e.g., "This systematic/narrative review consolidates...") could enhance methodological clarity.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript appears scientifically correct, drawing on established PYD theories (e.g., Lerner et al., 2005) and recent empirical work to substantiate claims about sports' conditional benefits for life skills and leadership. It appropriately highlights evidence from Indian studies (e.g., Tripathi et al., 2022a) and caveats like the scarcity of longitudinal data, avoiding overgeneralization. Discussions of relational developmental systems and equity gaps (e.g., gender norms) are balanced and supported by cited sources.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient, with over 80 sources including recent 2024-2025 publications (e.g., Tripathi 2025, Ghimire et al. 2025) that reflect current Indian and global research. They cover key works on PYD (Holt et al., 2017), life skills scales (Cronin & Allen, 2017), and policies (Khelo India guidelines). Suggestions for additions: Include Harter's (2012) work on self-concept in youth sports for deeper competence discussion, and a 2023 meta-analysis by Larsen et al. on PYD outcomes in sports for strengthened evidence synthesis.
	

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


	The language and English quality are suitable for scholarly communication, with clear, academic prose, logical structure, and precise terminology (e.g., "bidirectional interactions," "contextually relevant assessment tools"). Sentences are varied and engaging, facilitating readability for researchers and practitioners. Minor proofreading for consistency (e.g., "lifeskill" vs. "life skills," uniform date formatting in references) would polish it further, but it meets journal standards.
	

	Optional/General comments


	NA
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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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