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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 addresses an important and timely topic, namely the perception of secondary grade prospective teachers towards MOOCs in the Indian context. As digital education initiatives such as SWAYAM continue to expand, understanding future teachers’ readiness and attitudes toward online platforms is highly relevant for curriculum planning and policy development. The study contributes empirical evidence from a specific regional context, which enriches the global discussion on digital preparedness in teacher education. The findings offer practical implications for integrating MOOCs into pre-service teacher training programs.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is generally clear and appropriate. However, it may be slightly refined for clarity and specificity. A possible alternative could be:

“Perceptions of Secondary Grade Prospective Teachers Towards MOOCs: A Comparative Study Based on Gender and Academic Stream”

This reflects the analytical component more explicitly.


	

	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 well structured and clearly presents objectives, methodology, and main findings. However, it could be strengthened by:

· Briefly mentioning the statistical methods used (e.g., independent samples t-test).

· Adding one short sentence highlighting the practical implications of the findings for teacher education institutions.

Otherwise, the abstract is coherent and comprehensive.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound. The research design is appropriate, the sampling method is clearly described, and the statistical procedures (percentage analysis and t-tests) are correctly applied. Reliability and validity procedures are adequately explained. The conclusions logically follow from the presented data.

One possible improvement would be a slightly deeper theoretical linkage between digital competence frameworks and MOOC perception constructs.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are relevant and appropriate; however, the manuscript would benefit from the inclusion of a few more recent studies (2023–2025) focusing on:

· Digital readiness in teacher education

· Technological infrastructure supporting large-scale online learning

· Distributed digital systems supporting MOOC ecosystems

· Scalability and performance of digital learning platforms

The following recent works may strengthen the theoretical foundation:

1. Ileana, M., Popescu, D.A., & Bold, N. (2025). Advanced Security in Distributed Web Systems Using Genetic Algorithm-Based Techniques. Tehnički vjesnik – Technical Gazette.
(Relevant for understanding scalable and secure digital infrastructures supporting online learning platforms.)

2. Ileana, M. (2024). Virtual Reality-Based E-Learning System Using Distributed Web Systems.
(Relevant for technological readiness and distributed architectures in digital education.)

3. Kumar, A., & Buffardi, K. (2026). Investigating digital engagement patterns in software engineering education.
(Useful for connecting digital perception with engagement patterns.)

4. Choi, B. (2024). Python Network Automation and Notification Systems in Distributed Environments.
(Relevant for technological ecosystem understanding in large-scale online platforms.)

Including recent technological perspectives may strengthen the manuscript’s alignment with current digital education infrastructure research.


	

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


	The manuscript is well organized and presents meaningful findings. Strengthening the theoretical framework with recent technological perspectives and slightly expanding the discussion section to connect findings with digital competence frameworks would further improve the manuscript.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript is well organized and presents meaningful findings. Strengthening the theoretical framework with recent technological perspectives and slightly expanding the discussion section to connect findings with digital competence frameworks would further improve the manuscript.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)

No ethical issues are apparent. The study reports appropriate sampling and data collection procedures.
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