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	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. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	This manuscript is important to the scientific community because it draws attention to the importance of equipping educational instructors with skills to navigate the evolving professional landscape.

I like the study because it highlights the need for comprehensive teacher preparation (both pre-service and in-service) to meet demands of a dynamic work environment)
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	The title is quite suitable.
	

	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.


	There is need to give a statement on the Objectives of the study/Research Questions.

Was there a conceptual Framework/Theory used?

Mention the Target population (give a figure) alongside the study sample of 11 respondents (what fraction/percentage of the population is figure11 derived?) This will confirm that the sample adequately represents the larger population.
Mention the method of data analysis in the abstract

Only one statement is required on the significance of the study towards the end of the abstract, the rest should be deleted; instead, a statement of the conclusion should be included in the abstract 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	This manuscript demonstrates scientific robustness through its methodology and analysis.
The author has employed appropriate descriptive statistics to analyse the collected data to enable meaningful conclusion
	

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

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


	The language/English quality of the article is fairly suitable for scholarly communication 
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	On reporting the findings, discussions and conclusions, the author should refrain from referring to local sample figures (unless verbatim intervention). Instead of reporting e.g. 7 out of 11 respondents, convert the figures to percentages of the sample (to make the report universally accepted) e.g. instead of 1, 7 or 10 respondents out of 11 participant the author should report them as 9.09%, 63.63% or 90.90% of the respondents respectively
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