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PART  1: Review Comments 
 

 Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and 
highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write 
his/her feedback here) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
This paper presented a survey that investigates the level of self-efficacy belief of Post 
Graduate Diploma in Teaching (PGDT) trainees. The paper also targets to identify the 
factors that affect their belief with the intention of recommending possible improvement 
strategies to enhance effectiveness of the pre-service teacher education in program. 
 The paper contributes to the literature by presenting the empirical data. Therefore, I think 
the topic of the paper fits to the scope of this journal. 
  
The paper is organized clearly and is easy to follow.  The paper also presents the literature 
related to the topic. However, the presentation of the research design and the analysis can 
be improved. To better present the arguments, I would suggest the following: 
 

 Remove the subtitle 1.1 Background of the study, as there is no other subchapter 
in section 1. 

 Why the authors chose to use a 5-point Likert scale? Please add a reference 
supporting this decision. 

 Line 389: For which reason is each statistical measure going to be used?? 

 Line 494: When presenting ANOVA’s results, you have to add  instead of R
2
 and 

R
2 

Adjusted  

 Do not write significance level .000. This is what SPSS presents when the p value 
is less than 0.01. 

 Attach the questionnaire used for data collection in the Appendix. 
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 
(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
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