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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.
	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 important contribution to the discourse on higher education reform, particularly within the context of the National Education Policy (NEP) 2020 in India. It addresses a critical and underexplored area—the evolving academic role of librarians—as institutions shift towards interdisciplinary, skill-based learning. The proposed Librarian Teaching Model (LTM) offers a structured and research-informed approach to integrating librarians into the pedagogical ecosystem, especially in areas like digital literacy, research mentorship, and scholarly communication. By drawing on global best practices and theoretical frameworks, the paper fills a significant gap in LIS literature and offers concrete policy recommendations that could shape future academic and regulatory decisions.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title "From Shelves to Syllabi: Exploring Dual Identities in Librarianship" is both engaging and appropriate. It effectively reflects the manuscript's focus on the transition of librarians from traditional custodial roles to active pedagogical contributors.
	

	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, the abstract is comprehensive and well-structured. It clearly outlines the research context, objectives, methods, findings, and policy implications. The inclusion of global perspectives and the mention of NEP 2020 effectively set the stage for the research.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound and methodologically rigorous.

· The use of mixed-methods (policy analysis, case studies, expert interviews, surveys) is appropriate for the research goals.

· The integration of theoretical perspectives (constructivism, cognitive apprenticeship, information behaviour models) strengthens the academic foundation.

· The policy recommendations are well-argued, logically structured, and practically applicable.

· The Librarian Teaching Model (LTM) is a valuable and original conceptual contribution that can be tested in pilot studies


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references are sufficient, relevant, and up to date.

· The manuscript cites a well-balanced mix of international (ALA, UK, Australia) and Indian policy and academic sources.

· Citations from 2020–2024 show that the literature is current.

· Key thinkers in LIS (Lankes, McGuinness, Raju) and policy (GoI, UGC) are represented.


	

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


	Yes, the manuscript demonstrates a high standard of scholarly English. The language is academic, precise, and consistent throughout. Terminology is discipline-appropriate, and arguments are clearly articulated.

Minor stylistic improvements:
· Reduce repetition of phrases like "passive custodians" and "structured teaching roles."

· Ensure smoother transitions between sections, particularly between theoretical framework and literature 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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