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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 an important and timely issue related to the perception of MOOCs among secondary grade prospective teachers in the Indian context. Understanding future teachers’ readiness for digital platforms is relevant for teacher education policy and curriculum planning. The study contributes region-specific empirical data, which is useful for institutions aiming to integrate MOOCs into pre-service training. However, stronger theoretical grounding and clearer implications are needed to enhance its scientific contribution.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is clear and reflects the core focus of the study.
Optional suggestion:
“Perceptions of Secondary Grade Prospective Teachers Towards MOOCs: A Quantitative 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 generally clear and informative. However, it can be improved by briefly stating the research design, sampling technique, and key implications. Reducing descriptive details and practical significance would strengthen the abstract.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The study is methodologically sound and uses appropriate statistical techniques. However, justification for sample size, clearer explanation of the conceptual framework, and better alignment between objectives, hypotheses, and analysis are required. Interpretation of results occasionally remains descriptive rather than analytical.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references used in the manuscript are relevant but not sufficient in number for a research article of this scope. The study currently relies on a limited set of sources, with insufficient coverage of recent literature on MOOCs, digital pedagogy, and teacher education. The authors are strongly advised to expand the reference list to at least 20 scholarly sources, including more studies published within the last 3–5 years, and to better integrate these references into the discussion to strengthen the theoretical and empirical grounding of the study.
	

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


	The language is understandable, but the manuscript requires moderate editing for grammar, sentence structure, and academic tone. Redundancy is present in some sections, particularly in the discussion and conclusion.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The conceptual framework figure needs clearer explanation and labeling.

Practical implications for teacher education programs should be more clearly articulated.

Tables should be checked for consistency in labeling and formatting.

The manuscript addresses a relevant topic and is based on valid data, but it requires improvements in theoretical grounding, methodological clarity, literature updating, and language polishing before it can be considered for publication.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	No major ethical issues are evident. However, the manuscript should explicitly mention informed consent, voluntary participation, and data confidentiality.
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