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PART  1: Review Comments 
 
Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

Reviewer’s comment Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that 
part in the manuscript. 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. Why do you like (or 
dislike) this manuscript? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be 
required for this part. 
 

The paper effectively aligns its discussion with the objectives of NEP 2020, ensuring 
relevance and contextual grounding. It offers a comprehensive overview of innovative 
assessment techniques, enabling educators to explore various approaches. The 
comparison between conventional and innovative methods is well-structured, clearly 
outlining limitations and introducing alternatives. Additionally, the paper emphasizes 
holistic and experiential learning, promoting both cognitive and non-cognitive skill 
development. 
 

 

Is the title of the article suitable? 
(If not please suggest an alternative title) 

 

The title of the article, "Navigating the Way Through Some Innovative Assessment 
Techniques in Line with India’s National Educational Policy-2020," is descriptive but 
could be more concise and focused. It effectively reflects the content but may benefit 
from rephrasing to make it clearer and more impactful. 

 

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 generally comprehensive but could be improved by clarifying the research 
objectives, and briefly noting any limitations or challenges. A concluding statement 
summarizing the research's impact, or implications would also enhance the abstract's 
completeness. 

 

Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate? The subsections and structure of the manuscript are generally appropriate and well-
organized.  

 

Please write a few sentences regarding the scientific 
correctness of this manuscript. Why do you think that this 
manuscript is scientifically robust and technically sound? A 
minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part. 

The manuscript is scientifically robust and technically sound due to its alignment with 
established educational theories and adherence to the principles outlined in India's 
National Education Policy (NEP) 2020. The paper carefully references existing literature, 
providing a strong theoretical foundation for the innovative assessment techniques it 
discusses. Additionally, it effectively critiques traditional assessment methods, offering 
well-reasoned alternatives supported by educational research. While empirical data could 
strengthen the manuscript, its theoretical arguments are logical and supported by 
credible sources, making the manuscript scientifically valid and well-grounded. 
 

 

Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have 
suggestions of additional references, please mention them in 
the review form. 
- 

The manuscript includes strong references; however, it is recommended to incorporate 
more recent sources, particularly those addressing the latest advancements in adaptive 
learning technologies. 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

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

 

The language quality of the article is suitable for scholarly communication, with clear and 
concise expression of ideas. 
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
 

 

 
 

PART  2:  
 

 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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