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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Compulsory REVISION comments
1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community?

      (Please write few sentences on this manuscript)

2. Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)

3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive?
4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate?
5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct?

6. Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestion of additional references, please mention in the review form.

(Apart from above mentioned 6 points, reviewers are free to provide additional suggestions/comments)


	1. These manuscripts are important to the scientific community, especially in the field of educational research and pedagogical innovation. This manuscript addresses a critical gap in understanding how modern educational innovations, particularly Pedagogical Content Knowledge (PCK).

2. To improve clarity and impact, a slightly revised title might be more appealing. Here are alternative suggestions:

"Adopting Pedagogical Content Knowledge Principles in Secondary School Chemistry Teaching: A Case Study from Tanzania"

3. No, the abstract of the article is not complete. Complete the abstract by briefly explaining according to the sections of Aims, Study design, Place and Duration of Study, Methodology, Results, and Conclusion. Maximum 250 words.

4. Yes, Subsections have been appropriate
5. Yes, the text is scientifically correct

6. References are numbered in the order in which they appear in text [1]....[2]....etc., or better yet, use references with Mendeley's Reference Manager with IEEE Style. Please refer to the journal plus take the latest 10 years


	

	Minor REVISION comments

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


	The quality of articles in English/English is suitable for scientific communication 

	

	Optional/General comments


	Limited discussion on challenges. This manuscript said that PCK's innovations promise to be implemented more widely, but what obstacles may be faced in the adoption process are not discussed. Readers do not get a comprehensive picture of the challenges that need to be overcome in order for this innovation to succeed.

The sustainability of the intervention was not discussed. This manuscript focuses on the process of adopting PCK innovations, but does not explain how to ensure that this program can be continued sustainably in the future. Readers are not informed about the strategies that need to be implemented so that teachers continue to use the PCK approach after the research is completed.

Overall, the methodology section provides a good basis for this research. However, including more details about interview protocols, social network analysis, and potential bias can strengthen the overall transparency and credibility of the research.

Here are some additional points to consider: Are there any trials being conducted to ensure the reliability and validity of the data collection tool? How are ethical considerations addressed during data collection, particularly related to informed consent and confidentiality?

Literature references can be enriched by adding the latest research on the diffusion of scientific pedagogical innovations can strengthen the theoretical foundation of research.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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