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PART 1 (Importance of the manuscript)

	
	Comments of the Reviewers
	Author’s Feedback

	Please write a few sentences regarding the importance
	This manuscript addresses an important and timely concern
	

	of this manuscript for the scientific community. A
	in the scientific community by examining how socio-
	

	minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.
	emotional skills can be integrated into teacher education
	

	
	under the framework of NEP 2020. Its significance lies in
	

	
	highlighting a connection that is often overlooked—the link
	

	
	between teacher preparation, student well-being, and broader
	

	
	educational reform. The subject is especially meaningful
	

	
	because it goes beyond policy analysis and engages with the
	

	
	practical issue of preparing teachers to meet the social and
	

	
	emotional needs of students in today’s classrooms. In this
	

	
	way, the manuscript holds strong potential to contribute to
	

	
	broader  academic  conversations  on  teacher  education,
	

	
	educational	policy,	and	holistic	child	development,
	

	
	particularly within the Indian context.
	



PART 2.1 (Objective Publication)

	

	
	Rating of the Reviewers
	Author’s Feedback

	1. Is the title clear and appropriate for the paper?
Rating Scale:
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs
Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	3
	

	2. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive?
Rating Scale:
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	2
	

	3. Are the keywords appropriate and useful?
Rating Scale:
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	3
	

	4. Is the background information of the paper sufficient and well organized?
Rating Scale:
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	3
	

	5. Are the objectives clearly stated?
Rating Scale:
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	3
	

	6. Is the literature review relevant?
Rating Scale:
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs
Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	4
	

	7. Is the literature review recent?
Rating Scale:
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	4
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	8. Is the literature search methodology explained properly?
Rating Scale:
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	1
	

	9. Is the Critical analysis of literature done?
Rating Scale:
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	2
	

	10. Is Identification of research gaps/future directions done
?
Rating Scale:
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	2
	

	11. Are the conclusions logically arrived?
Rating Scale:
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs
Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	3
	

	12. Are the limitations of the paper discussed?
Rating Scale:
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	1
	

	13. What is the Quality of references (i.e. from peer reviewed authentic sources)
Rating Scale:
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor
N/A = Not Applicable
	3
	

	14. Is the manuscript written in clear and understandable language?
Rating Scale:
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor
N/A = Not Applicable
	2
	



PART 2.2 (Subjective Evaluation)

	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Is the title of the article suitable?
If your answer is NO, please provide a brief, clear suggestion for improvement.
	No. The title is related to the subject, but it is too long and not formal enough for an academic paper. A title that is clearer and more direct would help the focus and the scholarly tone. One possible change is: "Socio-Emotional Skills in Teacher Education under NEP
2020: Effects on Indian School Students."
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive?
If your answer is NO, please provide a brief, clear suggestion for improvement.
	No. The abstract talks about the main topic, but it is too long, too repetitive, and has improper grammar. It should be rewritten to make the paper's purpose, the type of paper (theoretical or review-based), the main argument, and the specific contribution to teacher education
and NEP 2020 scholarship clearer.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically correct?

If your answer is NO, please provide a brief, clear suggestion for improvement.
	The manuscript addresses an important educational concern, but its scientific contribution remains limited because it lacks a clearly defined review methodology, offers insufficient critical synthesis, and presents several broad claims that read more as general assertions than carefully developed arguments. The paper would be strengthened by a more transparent account of how the literature was selected, a clearer distinction between related concepts, and conclusions supported by a
more rigorous and critically integrated analysis.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent?
If your answer is NO, please provide clear suggestion for improvement.
	No. The manuscript includes several recent references, which is a positive aspect. However, the reference list still requires improvement in terms of sufficiency, consistency, and overall quality control. The authors should carefully verify all citations, remove clearly irrelevant sources, complete  any  incomplete  entries,  and  strengthen  the  review  by
incorporating more directly relevant and high-quality literature on NEP 2020, socio-emotional skills, and teacher education.
	

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?
(YES or NO)

(If yes, kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
	No. No direct ethical concerns are apparent in the manuscript as currently presented, particularly because it appears to be a theoretical or review-based study rather than an empirical investigation involving human participants. Nevertheless, the authors should ensure that all citations are accurate and that the reference list maintains full integrity during the revision process.
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