Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	Asian Journal of Education and Social Studies 

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_AJESS_134463

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	Attitude of teachers towards education of Secondary level SC students of Sivsagar district, Assam

	Type of the Article
	Research Article


General guidelines for the Peer Review process: 

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.
This journal’s peer review policy states that NO manuscript should be rejected only on the basis of ‘lack of Novelty’, provided the manuscript is scientifically robust and technically sound.

To know the complete guidelines for the Peer Review process, reviewers are requested to visit this link:

https://r1.reviewerhub.org/general-editorial-policy/
Important Policies Regarding Peer Review

Peer review Comments Approval Policy: https://r1.reviewerhub.org/peer-review-comments-approval-policy/  

Benefits for Reviewers: https://r1.reviewerhub.org/benefits-for-reviewers 
	PART  1: Comments



	
	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.


	This groundbreaking study from Sivsagar district reveals uncomfortable truths about how teachers view their Scheduled Caste student. For fellow researchers, this study opens crucial new directions – how do these patterns play out in other districts. The study also provides direction for fixing unfair treatment in classrooms.

	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	NO,
Teachers’ Attitudes Toward the Education of Scheduled Caste Students in Secondary Schools of Sivasagar, Assams

	

	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 clear methodological framework, but it would be better if one or two sentences were added to contextualize educational equity in Assam.

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	YES, 

It might be helpful if the author added a short, separate paragraph to highlight study’s implications
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Include 3 to 5 recent studies from India that focus on caste bias in education.
	

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


	Yes
	

	Optional/General comments


	1. The Abstract would benefit from grammatical revision. For instance, the sentence should read: “Thirty (30) secondary schools have been selected,” rather than “has been selected.”
2. In the Introduction, the term “peoples” should be corrected to “people” to maintain grammatical accuracy and proper usage.

3. It is recommended to include one or two relevant keywords, such as “Teacher Bias” or “Gender Discrimination,” to strengthen the thematic alignment of the manuscript.

4. The inclusion of graphical representations (e.g., charts or graphs) could enhance the clarity and impact of the data presented.
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	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)
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	Are there competing interest issues in this manuscript?
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