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	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	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 research manuscript dives deep into how psychological capital shapes the career readiness of pre-service teachers. It shows, with solid quantitative evidence, that factors like self-efficacy, optimism, and resilience play pivotal roles in predicting their readiness for the teaching profession. This study fills a notable gap in existing literature by focusing squarely on pre-service teachers, a group often overlooked in previous research that typically centers on college graduates or international settings. As a result, these findings enrich our knowledge of the psychological elements crucial for preparing upcoming educators to meet the challenges of their chosen field.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title “Psychological Capital as Predictor to Career Readiness of BTLEd Pre-Service Teachers” is appropriate, it clearly highlights the main variables, their relationship, and the target group.
	

	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.


	Yes, the abstract is clear and comprehensive. It effectively outlines the study's purpose, methods, key results, and implications. All essential elements study type, participants, timeframe, variables, tools, findings, and relevance are well covered, and no changes are necessary.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript appears to be scientifically correct. Here are some points:
1. It uses a quantitative correlational approach appropriate for the research question.

2. Standardized tools were used to measure psychological capital and career readiness.

3. Correlation and regression were correctly applied, and results are well-interpreted.

4. The study logically connects variables and supports conclusions with data.

5. The study includes appropriate sampling and data handling practices.

Overall, the research is methodologically sound and scientifically valid.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	1. The manuscript includes a good number of references covering psychological capital, career readiness, and teacher education.

2. Many references are from 2017–2023, showing the study draws on recent research.

3. A few older references (e.g., from 2009, 2010, 2015, and even 1980) are included, which is acceptable if they are foundational (e.g., Bandura, 1997 on self-efficacy).

4. Include up-to-date reviews on psychological capital in education.

5. Add studies on programs that help build self-efficacy, resilience, or optimism in pre-service teachers.
	

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


	1. The writing is straightforward and avoids unnecessary jargon, making the content easy to follow.
2. The tone is appropriate for scholarly communication objective and professional.

3. Sentences are well-structured with correct grammar and syntax.

4. Relevant academic vocabulary is used correctly (e.g., “correlational study,” “self-efficacy,” “regression analysis”).
	

	Optional/General comments


	1. The manuscript follows a clear and logical structure, making it easy to follow.

2.  Paper Uses a proper quantitative correlational design to examine the relationship between psychological capital and career readiness. 
3. Focuses on an important area how self-efficacy, optimism, and resilience help prepare pre-service teachers.

4. The title is clear and accurate; the abstract effectively summarizes the study.
5. Methods and statistical analyses are correctly applied and clearly explained.
6. References are generally adequate and recent.
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	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)


	


Reviewer details:

M. Bharathi, Vardhaman College of Engineering, India
Created by: DR
              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM
   
Version: 3 (07-07-2024)

