Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	Advances in Research 

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_AIR_137541

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	Understanding Pre-service Teachers’ Self-efficacy in Classroom Management Decisions: A Key to Quality Education

	Type of the Article
	Original Research Article


	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment
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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.


	The topic of teacher self-efficacy is relevant and timely. The research results contribute to the quality of teacher education as well as to school education. Research findings elaborate on the improvement of classroom management by pedagogical means.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is well formulated as it presents the scope of the research work to be discussed in the submitted manuscript.
	

	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 built as it includes all the necessary elements such as introductory sentence, aim, methodology, findings, and conclusions.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is constructed as a piece of scientific work. The manuscript implies the scientific logics of the presentation of the research material: from theoretical framework through methodology to findings.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are sufficient. The latest reference refers to 2023, today is 2025. Therefore, the references are not fully recent. 
There are some references that are mentioned for several times in the list of references:

-Bray-Clark & Bates 2003 are shown twice

-Colson et. Al., 2017 – three times

-Giles & Kent 2016 – twice

-Slater & Main 2020 – twice.

The references “Aloe & Thompson, 2013” and “Bandura, 1977” are shown in the list of references but not cited in the text.

The references “Bandura, 1997” and “Gaudreau et. al.” are cited in the text but not shown in the list of references. 

Several references are shown in the text citation and list of references with different details:

-Aloe, Amo, & Shanahan 2014 or 2013?

-Hoigaard, Giske, & Sundsli 2011 or 2012?

-Kim & Buric or Buric & Kim 2020?


	

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


	English is good.
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