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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.


	The manuscript addresses a relevant and timely issue concerning the psychometric evaluation of a scale measuring perceptions of 21st-century skills among pupil teachers. These competencies—critical thinking, creativity, communication, and collaboration—are foundational to contemporary education systems worldwide. The development of a reliable and valid instrument may contribute significantly to educational research, particularly in the area of teacher training and curriculum development. The study fills an important gap by providing empirical evidence on the validity and reliability of a perception scale that could support future research, assessment, and policy decisions related to 21st-century competencies.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
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	Yes.
The title accurately reflects the content and methodology of the study.
Suggested alternative (optional):
“Psychometric Evaluation of a Perception Scale Measuring 21st-Century Skills in Pupil Teachers”

	

	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 clear and presents the objective, methodology, and main findings. However, it would benefit from:
more concise wording,
clearer emphasis on the specific psychometric procedures used an indication of limitations or implications for future research. Overall, it is informative but can be improved for precision and conciseness.

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically acceptable and uses standard psychometric procedures such as inter-item correlations and Cronbach’s alpha coefficients. Nonetheless, some methodological improvements are necessary:
The process of item generation and refinement should be described more thoroughly
An exploratory or confirmatory factor analysis would strengthen evidence for construct validity, as correlational analysis alone is insufficient.
Several text repetitions (copy-paste duplication) should be removed for clarity.
Despite these issues, the general scientific approach remains sound.

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references are adequate and include relevant contemporary studies (up to 2024). Suggested additions (optional):
Recent literature on advanced psychometric modelling (EFA/CFA, IRT).
Additional references on teacher perception scales in educational assessment.

	

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


	The manuscript requires language editing. Several passages contain repetitive text, grammatical inconsistencies, and awkward phrasing. Professional proofreading is strongly recommended.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript has clear potential and discusses an important topic. Removing duplicated paragraphs will improve readability. Including sample items or a short appendix with examples would increase transparency.  The discussion section could be expanded to connect findings with broader educational implications.
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