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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.


	
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	
	

	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.


	
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	
	

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

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


	
	

	Optional/General comments


	1.  Relevance of the Study: 

This study addresses the fundamental issue of the inclusion of marginalized SC category students. This study was conducted in Sivsagar District, Assam. 

Methodology: 

The objectives and hypothesis are framed according to the standard quantitative research methodology. The tools are very apt, and statistical techniques (t-test, skewness/kurtosis) are appropriately applied. 

Major findings: 

Potential biases are observed between SC and Non SC teachers, and at the same time, no difference between urban-rural or between the genders. 

Clarity in the paper structure: 

This research paper follows a regular structure like (Abstract, Introduction, Methodology, Results, etc).

Reference are overarching and citations are meaningful, including recent surveys (Keshvi and Tammana, 2021).

Areas of Improvement:

Methodology: 

Sampling: 

Quota sampling and Purposive sampling may establish selection bias (Schools with > or = 30% might not represent all the District).
Incidental sample for the gender bifurcation risk non-representativeness. Acknowledge these limitations explicitly.   
Tool Validation:

Insufficient details are given on how the six dimensions were operationalized. 

Ambiguity in Average Attitude: 
The criteria for categorizing attitude (low/average/high) are unexplained. 
Data Interpretation: 

Contradictory Conclusion: 

The conclusion states that a “ significant difference” between urban and rual teachers, but table 4 claims that no significance ( t= 2.011<2.58). This inconsistency needs correction. 

Interpretation of skewness/kurtosis:

In this paper, research claimed that positive skewness “ negative attitude” is exaggerated. Skewness indicates the score distribution, not direct attitudinal values. Low mean or median would better justify this statement. 

Theoretical Gaps: 
The study did not explain why SC teachers exhibit less favorable results than non SC teachers (170.23 and 179.82).

How does attitude translate to teaching methodologies?

Recommendations: 
1. The sampling technique needs to be explained properly and accordingly above said points. 

2. Clarify how attitude levels are categorized (low/average/high)?
3. Revise conclusion according to the Table 4 result

4. Link findings to broader debates. 

5. Proofreading is required for grammatical errors (Ex: SUGGESSTIONS FOR FURTHEER STUDIES)
Final Impression: This study made a meaningful attempt to understand Teachers' attitudes towards SC category students in Assam. However, improved sampling justification and theoretical justification would increase its impact. With revision, this work could be considered for publication.
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Major Revision: (>7-8)

Serious Major revision: (>5-7)

Rejected (with repairable deficiencies and may be reconsidered): (>3-5)

Strongly rejected (with irreparable deficiencies.): (>0-3)
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