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	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	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.


	The genesis of this paper is the proposal that enhancing preservice teachers’ lesson planning skills through the building of teacher competences leads to effective practices. As a consequence, preservice teachers possess the ability to convey information effectively. If true, this interesting hypothesis could establish a direct link between the usage of correct expressions, correcting colleagues’ language errors, encouraging their colleagues to pay attention to their use of language, using effective verbal and non-verbal communication as well as avoiding language mannerisms and PMT’s learning outcomes and high level of professional knowledge. The main strengths of this paper are that it addresses an interesting and timely question.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is unable to portray the central theme of the article. It addresses a very wide topic neglecting the main idea of Shulman’s introducing the definition of "Pedagogical Content Knowledge" (PCK), which is the key point of the study delivered. The effective communication as an essential tool to convey subject matter knowledge is being neglected as well.
	

	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 appropriate for the content of the text.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	I am very glad the authors wrote this paper. It is a well-written, needed, and useful research work of preservice teachers’ professional knowledge from a certain perspective. A certain view is implied by the organization of the paper and the references chosen, but they could be more explicit.

The paper would be both more compelling and useful to a broad readership if the authors moved beyond providing a simple summary of the landscape and examined why there is controversy in some areas and then use the evidence, they have compiled to suggest a path forward. They need to be more forthright in saying what effective communication skills mean to them. Are they satisfied with the, curriculum on the part of communication skills? The main idea should be presented more vividly.

It is necessary to clarify the choice of “lesson plan preparation”, “teaching methodologies and delivery”, “classroom organization and management” and “professional commitment” as crucial ones for investigating preservice management teachers’ level of professional knowledge.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references synthesize and summarize the information in the literature logically and coherently, thus, being available to support the statements made.
	

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


	The language quality is quite suitable but needs some revision.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Some questions the authors might consider: Is the definition of the abbreviation PMT available? Did the respondents choose the ready-made answers or compile the answers themselves? Could you provide any examples of implementing your recommendations? Could you call the problem under study international or local?
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