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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 manuscript used to examine the impact of support services, namely More Knowledgeable Others (MKO), Scaffolding (S), Social Interaction (SI), Zone of Proximal Development (ZPD), and Cultural and Institutional Context (CIC) on novice teachers’ performance in public secondary schools in Njombe District, Tanzania. The results of the manuscript underscore the interventions needed to improve the teaching quality of novice teachers. It also demonstrated high originality in examining the novice teachers’ performance based on specific sampling criteria, such as pupil-teacher ratio and OECD specified time experience.

	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	No. The word “enhancing” should be replaced by “examining” to clearly represent the nature of the study.
	

	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.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	1. In the introduction section, the objectives of the study should be clearly stated.
2. For research methods that use a quantitative approach, the minimum sample size is 100 to be stronger in generalizing the results and conclusions.
3. Sampling is inconsistent. The author displays in the abstract 14 schools while in the methodology section 15 schools are displayed.

4. Research approach is inconsistent. The author states quantitative approach in the abstract while in the methodology section qualitative is stated.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Insufficient and not the most recent. The references used in the discussion section should be replaced and added with those within 10 years. It is also expected that the references primarily consisted of journal articles, and the citation of textbooks and web pages should be minimized. 
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