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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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.


	
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	
	

	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.


	
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	
	

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

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


	
	

	Optional/General comments


	Comments and Suggestions:

1. Clarification of Terms:

· There is confusion for the reader as “in-service teachers” and “student teachers” are used interchangeably. Ensure consistent terminology.

2. Terminology Suggestion:

· Replace “distant students” with “distant learners,” as it is more appropriate in educational contexts.

3. Consistency in Nomenclature:

· Ensure uniformity in the use of terms.

· Example: In Table 1, “Microteaching I” and “Microteaching II” is mentioned, but the text states, “Microteaching one and two take place in December.” Revise for consistency.

4. In-text Citation Formatting:

· The in-text citation requires revision to adhere to standard citation styles like APA.

· Suggested Examples: 

· For multiple sources in one parenthesis: (Choy, Wong, Lim, & Chong, 2013; Nind & Lewthwaite, 2018; Raman, Tambi, & Anny, 2020).

· If one source is mentioned outside the parenthesis: (Choy, Wong, Lim, & Chong, 2013; Nind & Lewthwaite, 2018) and Raman, Tambi, and Anny (2020).

5. Improving Sentence Readability:

· Ideas can be better separated using a semicolon.

· Example revision: 

· Original: Professional Development in Open and Distance Education is said to fulfil the demands of distant students, although there is a lack of balance between theory and practice (Arif, Tahir, and Qureshi, 2022).
· Revised: Professional development in open and distance education is intended to meet the needs of distant learners; however, it often lacks a balance between theory and practice (Arif, Tahir, & Qureshi, 2022).
6. Table Heading Refinement:

· The table heading is unclear and needs grammatical and stylistic improvement.

· Example revision for Table 1:
Table 1: Courses Enhancing Pedagogical Reasoning Skills and Streams for Student Teachers.
7. APA Guidelines for Tables & Reference List:

· Table 3 does not fully conform to APA (7th Edition) guidelines. 

· Ensure proper capitalization and alignment of column headings.

· Use numerals (e.g., “3,” “10”) instead of words (e.g., “Three,” “Ten”) for numerical data.

· Reference list does not fully conform to APA (7th Edition) guidelines. 

8. Methodology Section:

· Example revision: 

· Original: Eighteen second-year in-service teacher teachers were involved in a one-month teaching practicum (February to March 2023).
· Revised: Eighteen second-year in-service teachers participated in a one-month teaching practicum from February to March 2023.
9. Terminology Correction in Procedure Section:

· “Purpose sampling” is incorrect; the correct term is “purposive sampling,” which is a non-random method based on specific criteria.

10. Areas for Improvement in Finding and Analysis Section:
· Presenting findings in a structured format can help readers follow the argument more easily.

· While references to previous studies are made, further elaboration on how these studies relate to your findings would strengthen the argument.

· Integrating questions in the analysis can prompt further reflection and discussion, making it more engaging for readers

Suggested Example: 

Student Teacher Perspectives on New Comprehension

Write a brief description of the new comprehension in 1-2 lines. You may also include the question on which responses were sought. 

Student Teacher A

“I have gained something. If I'm given a chance to teach secondary, I can because I now understand the content of my teaching subject very well.”

This statement reflects a newfound confidence among student teachers, indicating that they feel better prepared to teach their subjects effectively.

Student Teacher G

“I have gained something, but the problem is that the teaching is done in English... I advised them they could teach the program using Kiswahili so we could capture more.”

Student Teacher G highlights a significant barrier—the language of instruction—which affects comprehension and limits effective teaching practices.
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