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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 useful contribution towards scientific management of library collections to optimize inventory holding of relevant collections to ensure operational efficiency and to contain the inventory holding cost. The subject has attained utmost significance in recent times in view of growing need for gainful use of library space for equitable distribution amongst digital library, research space and collection space. The focus on spatial reallocation between traditional collections,

research areas, and digital infrastructure makes this work highly relevant for policymakers and institutional administrators seeking to modernize library
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title " Optimising Inventory Management in Karnataka’s College Libraries: Challenges and Strategic recommendations” is appropriate and clearly encapsulates the study's purpose. The title aligns well with the scholarly tone of the manuscript and accurately reflects its objectives and strategic thoughts. The recommendations made in this manuscript shall be useful in the hands of decision makers of the institution leadership as well at the hands of the policy makers in the regulatory bodies


	

	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 in encapsulating the objectives, methodology, and key recommendations. 

However, a brief mention of significance of mixed research approach could have added clarity in selection of the suggested research methodology leading to robustness of the research.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is generally methodologically sound, well-organized, and demonstrates practical relevance. However, the following specific observations may be considered to enhance its academic rigour:
1.  While the study references a mixed-method research approach, there is limited evidence of quantitative data collection or analysis. References of the cases were also not detailed with data. Incorporation of quantitative research would strengthen the empirical foundation of the findings and make the recommendations more categorised and shall eliminate the risk of subjective interpretation and bias. 
2. Under the section ‘Best practices and innovative approaches’, the researcher has mentioned about ‘Continuous Inventory Models’ which appears to be a misnomer – the right terminology widely accepted in inventory management literature is ‘Perpetual Inventory models’.
3. Under the above outlined section ‘Collaborative Approaches’ are mentioned which are praise worthy and some more detailed examples of such collaborations would enrich the practical relevance of the section.

4. The researcher could have enhanced the value of the proposition by recommending   the application of Selective Inventory Management Techniques, where different classes of library materials are managed with varying inventory norms based on their relevance, circulation frequency, and knowledge obsolescence. Application of this well-known Inventory Management Technique would elevate the depth and innovation of the research.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient, recent and relevant. No additional references are immediately necessary.
	

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


	The language/English quality of the research article is suitable for scholarly communication


	

	Optional/General comments
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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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