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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.


	This manuscript makes a significant contribution to the scientific community by exploring the views of trainee teachers regarding the NEP-2020 concerning the inclusion of persons with disabilities in higher education, emphasizing the crucial importance of teacher perspectives in the execution of the policy. By rejecting both hypotheses, it reveals a positive yet varied reception among trainee teachers, underscoring the need for enhanced training and resources to address implementation challenges. The study's findings, backed by statistical analysis and comparisons with prior research, offer valuable insights for policymakers and educators aiming to enhance inclusive education practices, especially in overcoming attitudinal, infrastructural, and social barriers faced by persons with disabilities in higher education.
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	Title quite suitable. However the author(s) can also take a look at this suggested title for further review…”Trainee Teachers’ Perspectives on NEP-2020’s Provisions for Including Persons with Disabilities in Higher Education”
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	Quite comprehensive
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	Manuscript scientifically correct.
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	Language/English quality suitable for scholarly communications.
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	To strengthen the literature review, consider elaborating on key concepts used in the study in a way that is clear and accessible to a general audience. Terms such as trainee teacher, NEP-2020, inclusion, and disability/persons with disabilities should be briefly explained to ensure clarity for readers unfamiliar with the terminology.

In the methodology section, the author(s) can provide concise details regarding the validity and reliability of the research instruments utilized.
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