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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.


	1. For the academic community, the importance of Open Educational Resources (OER) is of great importance to Generation Z, as it aligns perfectly with their learning style.

2. Moreover, it aligns with their new personality and digital mindset.

3. Added to this, these generations are concerned about their search for more democratic and personalized access to information.

	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is appropriate because the study aims to investigate the knowledge and use of Open Educational Resources (OER) among future teachers of Generation Z through a descriptive survey method, the OER Awareness and Use Questionnaire (OER-AUQ).

	

	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.


	It seems to me that the abstract presents necessary information about background, type of study, sample and some findings to give an overview of the content of the research

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	This empirical article is sound because it is based on original, rigorous, and systematic research and uses the formal structure known as IMRyD (Introduction, Methodology, Results, and Discussion). It is distinguished by reporting findings obtained through observation, experimentation, or direct data collection.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	•
In the text there are some uncited statements and I would recommend more support from authors. Below I present some suggestions.
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	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?


	•
Yes, the language used in the text is adequate and uses scientific language.
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	· Please review the grammatical errors marked in the document with comments in the margin.
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