Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	Asian Research Journal of Arts & Social Sciences 

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_ARJASS_146359

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	Study on opinion of Trainee Teachers towards the provision of NEP-2020 with reference to inclusion of Persons with Disabilities in Higher Education

	Type of the Article
	Research Paper


	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	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.


	This paper addresses the important and relevant problem of considering the perspectives of the trainee teachers on the provisions of NEP 2020 regarding the inclusion of persons with disabilities in higher education. The subject matter is critical and is part of the broader debate about inclusive education and the application of policies.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	yes
	

	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.


	Abstract is appropriate
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The research objective is well-defined. Nevertheless, the interpretation of the results is logically inconsistent: when the null hypothesis is rejected statistically, it indicates that significant differences exist, yet the author concludes that none exist. This should be clarified and corrected for accuracy. 
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	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
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	Optional/General comments


	The research lacks a clear theoretical framework and operational definitions of key terms.

The methodology is appropriate, as a descriptive survey and a chi-square test are used, but the most relevant information —including the nature of the tool implemented, its reliability, and validity —is not provided, which makes the results less credible and reproducible. The sample size of 40 trainee teachers is manageable, but does not allow generalizing the results. The discussion and analysis are not in-depth; the study presents the results but does not discuss the potential causes of the observed opinions or their implications for teacher education and policy implementation. The conclusion, though relevant, is too general and needs specific suggestions on how to incorporate the NEP 2020 provisions into the teacher education curriculum and practice. Overall, the paper is promising and relevant, though it needs to be revised to strengthen its methodology, statistical interpretation, and analysis before it can be considered for publication.
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