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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment

	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.


	The research article titled “Exploring the Digital Pedagogy-based Competencies of Student-Teachers Through Classroom Performance” holds the significant importance to the Scientific community, study focuses on the future teacher’s competency in the aspect of Digital teaching to the students, study holds the limited sample cannot be consider as the generalized result. It considers the broader discourse of Student-Teachers Digital pedagogy competency in education, influence the future policy making.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Somehow, title of the article makes confuse to the readers while reading the manuscript. Instead of present title author should go with one of the suggested titles “Exploring the Digital Pedagogy-based Competencies of Perspective Teachers Through Classroom Performance” or “Exploring the Digital Pedagogy-based Competencies of Pre-Service Teachers Through Classroom Performance”.
	

	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 seems comprehensive, but it lacks clarity in setting the perspective of the research.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	· Language & Style: Some sentences are very long and hard to follow, Shorten the Sentences for better readability. There are grammatical errors look into it. Maintain formal academic tone avoid phrases like “When we talk related to..”. use simple words, avoid words that confuse the readers (For ex: Chunk, Resonate.)
· Provide the Operational Definition for the word “Digital Pedagogy-based Competencies” and mention how this word relevant to Present study.
· Population v/s Sample: Clearly mention the Population of the Study, and also mention the Sampling process, at which basis selected only 30 sample for this study.
· Questionnaire:  Mention background of the Questionnaire, is that adopted …? Or Self Developed by the Investigator.
· Follow the Author Guidelines from the journal homepage, manuscript is not prepared according to the Author Guidelines (for ex: Headings Starting with numbers like 1, 2, 2.1, 2.1.2.) but missing in the manuscript.
· References: Need improvement, some are inconsistent, re look into it.
· Discussion: Very good connections with prior studies and limitations.
· Conclusion: Nicely done, mention some key findings and give suggestion for future researchers.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	· Need Revision.

· A full checking of reference is necessary. 

· Some sources need verification for academic quality.
	

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


	The language is understandable but inconsistent and often informal.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The paper follows a logical structure and is easy to navigate. However, there are presentation issues that need attention for better understanding.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	No, ethical issues in this manuscript.
	

	Are there competing interest issues in this manuscript?
	No, competing interest issues in this manuscript.
	

	If plagiarism is suspected, please provide related proofs or web links.
	At Present, I do not have access of Plagiarism Detection tools, I request Editors to ensure about the plagiarism of this manuscript before publication.
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	I declare that I have no competing interest as a reviewer.
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	MARKS of this manuscript

	Give OVERALL MARKS you want to give to this manuscript 

( Highest: 10  Lowest: 0 )

Guideline: 

Accept As It Is: (>9-10)

Minor Revision: (>8-9)

Major Revision: (>7-8)

Serious Major revision: (>5-7)

Rejected (with repairable deficiencies and may be reconsidered): (>3-5)

Strongly rejected (with irreparable deficiencies.): (>0-3)
	7.6
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