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PART1:Review Comments

CompulsoryREVISIONcomments

Reviewer’'scomment

Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that
part
inthemanuscript.ltismandatorythatauthorsshouldwritehis/herfeedback
here)

Please write a few sentences regarding the
importance
ofthismanuscriptforthescientificcommunity. Whyd
o youlike(ordislike)thismanuscript?
Aminimumof3-4 sentences may be required for
this part.

Isthe titleofthearticle suitable?
(Ifnotpleasesuggestanalternativetitle)

Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do
you
suggesttheaddition(ordeletion)ofsomepointsinthis
section? Please write your suggestions here.

Aresubsectionsandstructureofthemanuscript
appropriate?

Please write a few sentences regarding the
scientific
correctnessofthismanuscript.Whydoyouthinkthat
thismanuscriptisscientificallyrobustandtechnicall
y sound? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be
required

forthis part.

Arethereferencessufficientandrecent?Ifyouhave
suggestions of additional references, please
mention them in the review form.

MinorREVISIONcomments

Isthelanguage/Englishqualityofthearticlesuitable
for scholarly communications?

Optional/Generalcomments

ReviewComments

1. ClarityandFocus:Whilethepapertacklesanimportantissueregardingnewgraduationconditionsa
ndtheirimpactontheattainmentof'doctorateness,"thecentralthesisandargumentation
needtobemoreclearlyarticulated. Theconnectionbetweenthenewgraduationconditions
andtheconceptof"doctorateness" is notfully developed.Amorefocusedandcohesiveargument
would strengthen the paper.

2. LiteratureReview:Theliteraturereviewprovidesagoodoverviewofexistingresearchondoctoraleducati
on,butitcouldbenefitfromadeeperengagementwithmorerecentandrelevant

studies.Specifically,thepaperwouldbeenrichedbyincorporatingliteraturethatdirectlyaddre
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ssestheconceptof'doctorateness"andhowithasbeeninfluencedbychanginggraduation

requirements globally.

TheoreticalFramework: Thepaperlacksa strongtheoreticalframeworkthatcouldanchorthe
discussion.Introducing andexplicitlyoutlining arelevanttheoreticalperspectivewould providea

betterfoundationfortheargumentspresented.Considerdrawingontheoriesofhighereducation,profe
ssionalsocialization,oreducationalpolicytoframeyouranalysis.

Methodology:Ifthepaperincludesempiricalresearch,themethodologysectionrequiressignifica
ntimprovement. Theresearchdesign,datacollectionmethods,andanalysisprocedures
shouldbedescribedingreaterdetail.ltiscrucial toexplainwhy certainmethods
werechosenandhowthey alignwiththeresearchobjectives.Ifthestudyis purelytheoretical,this
shouldbe clarified, and the rationale for a theoretical approach should be provided.

CriticalAnalysis: Thepaperneedsamorecriticalandanalyticalapproachtothesubjectmatter.Currently,i
treadssomewhatdescriptively,withoutenoughinterrogationoftheimplicationsof

newgraduationconditionsondoctoraleducation.Considerexploringboththepositiveandnegativeco
nsequencesoftheseconditionsandengagingwithpotentialcounterarguments.

Discussionandimplications: Thediscussionsectionshouldbeexpandedtoexplorethebroaderimp
licationsofthefindings.Howdothesenewgraduationconditionsaffectthequalityand
natureofdoctoraleducation?Whatarethepotentialrisksandbenefits?Addressingthesequestio
nswouldadddepthtothepaperandmakeitmorerelevanttopolicymakersandeducators.

Conclusion: Theconclusionneedstobemorethanjustasummaryofthefindings.ltshouldoff
ercleartakeawaysandrecommendationsforfutureresearch,policy,orpractice.Consider
suggesting how institutions can balance the need for rigorous graduation
requirements with the goal of nurturing "doctorateness."

SpecificComments:

1.

TitleandAbstract: Thetitleisintriguingbutmightbenefitfromaslightrewordingtobetterreflectt
hecontentofthepaper.Theabstractshouldmoreclearlysummarizethekeyarguments,
findings, and significance of the study.

Introduction: Theintroductionissomewhatbroadandcouldberefinedtomoreexplicitlystatetheresear
chproblemandobjectives.Providingabriefoutlineofthepaper’sstructurewouldalso

helpguidethereader.

ConceptualDefinition: Thepaperassumesthatreadersarefamiliarwiththeconceptof'doctorate
ness."ltwouldbehelpfultodefinethistermearlyonandexplainhowitisoperationalized within the
context of the study.
EvidenceandExamples:Throughoutthepaper,thereareclaimsthatwouldbenefitfromstrong
erevidenceormoreconcreteexamples.Forinstance,whendiscussingtheimpactofnew
graduation conditions, it would be useful to reference specific cases or studies that
illustrate these effects.

FiguresandTables:Ifthepaperincludesanyfiguresortables,ensurethattheyareclearlylabeledanddir
ectlycontributetotheargument.Allvisualaidsshouldbeexplainedinthetextand

shouldservetoenhancethereader’'sunderstandingofthekey points.

LanguageandStyle:Thewritingisgenerallyclear,butthereareinstanceswherethel
anguagecouldbemoreprecise.Avoidjargonwherepossible,andensurethatkeyter
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msare consistently defined and used throughout the paper.

7. References:Thereferencesneedtobeupdatedandexpanded.Ensurethatallsourcescitedinthetexta
reincludedinthereferencelistandthatthecitationstyleisconsistentwiththe

journal’sguidelines.Additionally,considerincorporatingmorerecentstudiestosupportthepaper'sarg
uments.
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Reviewer’'s comment Author’s comment(if agreed with reviewer,
correct the manuscript and highlight that part in
the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should
write his/her feedback here)

Are there ethical issues in this
manuscript?

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues

here in details)
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