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	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 has potential contribution to the improvement of the curriculum, especially on the emphasis teacher’s preparedness which emphasizes skill-based learning. This study is relevant to enhance teacher education programs globally.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title suites to the study.
	

	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 provides a concise summary of the study. However, there are some minor grammatical issues to be addressed such as replacing “which comprise” with :which comprises’. Also, on the cited author “Dash & Dash”, the year was not provided. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, it is sound however, the justification for sample size selection should be further elaborated given that the 100 participants may be questioned given the limited scope. Also, it must include limitation and suggestions for future research.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, it is sufficient however, there are some slightly outdated like Dash & Dash, 2008; Clark ,2009; Bell, 2010.; Bellanca, J. & Bradant, R (2010); Larson, L.C. & Miller, T.N  (2011);  Ranganath (2012); Lukose, M and Sharma P (2013 and  Ranganath (2012
	

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


	There are several grammatical that need refinement.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The study is good and it could provide insights into teacher preparedness and have relevant implications for curriculum development particularly in the context of India’s National Education Policy.
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