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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 topic of the section is relevant. The role of education in the formation and development of new quality productivity is basic. This requires the development of new quality productivity in the education industry.
It would be advisable to consider the essence of new quality productivity and the essence of Education industry's New Quality Productivity, using more sources of literature. It is possible to give their author's definition. This would improve the understanding of their essence and the value of the article.
The author characterizes the Education industry, Educational research situation quite well, but their connection with New Quality Productivity is weakly traced. How is Education industry's New Quality Productivity manifested and what should it be or is? The author's desire to draw attention to the development of Education industry's New Quality Productivity would have achieved greater success if he took into account the above.
	

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

	No
New Quality Productivity development and Education industry
	

	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.

	No
The abstract does not fully reflect the essence of the article. Unfortunately, it is closer to formulating the relevance of the topic.
	

	Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate?
	Yes
	

	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 author analyzes the source of New Quality Productivity, New quality productive forces, the New quality productive forces, Education industry, Educational research situation, using different scientific sources. This is typical for a review article. It would be more convincing if the author added digital data.
	

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

	Minor REVISION comments

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

	It is advisable to consider the essence of the new quality of productivity and the essence of the New quality of productivity in the field of education, using more sources of literature. It is possible to give their author's definition.
The author characterizes the field of education, the situation with research in the field of education quite well, but their connection with the New quality of productivity is weak. How is the New quality of productivity in the field of education manifested and what should it be or is it?  It would be more convincing if the author added digital data.
The abstract does not fully reflect the essence of the article. 


Yes 

	

	Optional/General comments

	Manuscript should be printed, but the author should have taken into account the above.
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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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