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	Author’s Feedback (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 provides valuable insights into how pre-service teachers perceive social justice within the evolving Indian educational framework, especially in relation to NEP 2020. It contributes to the understanding of how deeply rooted biases and conceptual ambiguities can impact inclusive education. By using constructivist grounded theory methodology, it offers a robust qualitative foundation that can inform future teacher training programs, curricular reforms, and policy-level decisions to promote equity in education.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	Yes, the title is appropriate and accurately reflects the study's scope, methodology, and context.
	

	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 well-written and covers the aim, methodology, key findings, and conclusion. However, it can be slightly improved by mentioning the number of participants and highlighting the specific methodology (constructivist grounded theory) earlier in the paragraph for clarity.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the study is methodologically sound and follows a well-established qualitative research framework. The use of triangulation and ethical safeguards adds to its reliability and academic integrity.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references are extensive, relevant, and include recent publications (up to 2024). Authors have cited both classical and contemporary theories on justice and inclusion. No additional references are suggested.
	

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


	Overall, the language is scholarly and clear. However, minor grammatical corrections and removal of informal expressions (e.g., "whatever", "may be because they are not very narrow...") will enhance academic tone.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The study is commendable in its critical analysis and relevance to ongoing debates on affirmative action, teacher preparedness, and NEP 2020. However, the discussion section may benefit from tighter focus and reduced length to maintain reader engagement. A concluding section summarizing key takeaways and practical implications for teacher training would add value.
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