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	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 manuscript used to explore the self-efficacy of the Bachelor of Education Programme pre-service teachers in classroom management decisions, namely classroom management and classroom instruction. This study contributes in the field of teacher education by providing insight on how to restructure the teacher education curriculum in order to produce future educators who are self-confidence and able to make forward-thinking decisions choices in the classroom. 
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	The author(s) should emphasizing the key findings on pre-service teachers’ classroom management decision self-efficacy and instructional self-efficacy.
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	More recent previous researches on pre-service teachers’ self-efficacy (possibily within the five years) should be added.
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	There are several comments/suggestions:
1. In the method section, the self-developed questionnaire should undergo expert review to strengthen the validity of the quesionnaire. The author(s) should describe about this.
2. In implication and conclusion section, the author(s) should consider discussing the theoretical implication of this study on Bandura’s social cognitive theory. 
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