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Compulsory REVISION comments

1. I find the manuscript significant to the scientific community because the research results

1. Is the manuscript important for the scientific community? can help educational institutions choose suitable teachers training for secondary schools in
(Please write a few sentences on this manuscript) Sindh province. This helps improve the teaching and learning quality in secondary school.

2. The title of the article is suitable

2. Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title) 3. The article's abstract is comprehensive, but a bit long. In my opinion, a standard abstract
only needs to convey two main issues: the objectives and results of the research to help
3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? readers have an overview of the brief content of the article.
4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate? 4. The subsections and structure of the manuscript are appropriate, but they are not
designed logically and scientifically. To me, the writer should add the number before each
5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct? section and add more items like research design, research instrument, research, and

participants, so that the readers can follow and understand the content of the manuscript
6. Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of | easily.

additional references, please mention in the review form.
5. I think the manuscript is scientifically correct
(Apart from above mentioned 6 points, reviewers are free to provide
additional suggestions/comments) 7. Thereferences are sufficient and recent

Minor REVISION comments

1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly 1. The language English quality of the article is suitable for scholarly communications
communications?

Optional/General comments In general, the manuscript is significant to the community. The title as well as the structure are
rather appropriate. However, the author can a little bit shorten the abstract and add some small
items as mentioned above to further improve the quality of the manuscript. To me, this article
should be published because it will be a useful resource for other researchers.
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