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	Reviewer’s comment
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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.


	This is important manuscript addresses a critical gap in literature concerning the professional development of vocational and technical education teachers in the Cameroonian context. This study emphasis on the food security and vocational training. By employing a Convergent parallel mixed-methods design, the research provides a nuanced, evidence-based understanding of how content knowledge and practical skills contribute to teaching competency, offering actionable insights for teacher training programs and policy reforms in developing nations.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current tittle “IMPACT OF SPECIALIZED FOOD SCIENCE PEDAGOGICAL TRAINING ON TEACHING COMPETENCIES OF SECONDARY SCHOOL TEACHERS IN MEZAM DIVISION” is misleading as the study is correlational, not an impact evaluation of a specific training program. The title should be accurately reflect the correlational 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.


	The abstract is strong and comprehensive. The author(s) should ensure the revised title is reflected in the abstract. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound in execution of the mixed-method design and statistical analysis. However, the major revision required in the conceptual clarity needs significant strengthening so, authors must clearly define and operationalize the measurement of study variables. Additionally, the Discussion section needs to be strengthened by explicitly using theoretical framework to interpret the difference in variance explained the variables. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	In this manuscript references are insufficient and in consist. And in-text citations e.g., Zohar (2023) is missing from the References section. All citations should be align with references. 
	

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


	The language and English quality are generally suitable for scholarly communication, though minor proofreading for flow and clarity in the Discussion section would be beneficial. 
	

	Optional/General comments


	The integration of the quantitative and qualitative data is currently weak. The author(s) should more clearly quantitative results align with the qualitative themes in Discussion and Finding section. The qualitative findings must also be substantiated with direct quotes from the pedagogic inspectors to provide depth and credibility. 
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	Ethical issues were identified. 
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