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Comments to the author (if any):
Reviewer #1: Overall:
- Check APA.  It's not consistent
-You did a college faculty study?  That needs to be stated in the paper when you're describing the participants.  As I read I did not realize that until page 14.
        -In my opinion, you cannot compare their answers to the new teachers as they are not in the same situation/system.  Had other teachers in their school participated, that may have worked.  But I am not completely familiar with the school system being described.  A full explanation of that (since it is different) may alleviate this problem.

I suggest:
- explain what ultra-orthodox is in the opening paragraph (since not all readers will know what that means)
- remove the question from the first paragraph of the introduction.  You're not here to ask questions, you're here to provide answers
        -same on page 8
- You do not need to state that the article or study is 'present' throughout the article (multiple errors). It's redundant and distracting. Example:
- page 5, last paragraph, you do not need the intro of "In the present article…". 
- Page 6, 1st sentence, is the Ultra or ultra?
 -TOO MANY commas! Please have someone read through and eliminate when not necessary. There are multiple errors throughout the paper. Examples:
- page 6, paragraph starting with "Along with…" no comma between platforms and which
- page 7, 1st paragraph, no comma between study and that
- You need to explain your participants in clearer terms (trainee vs novice teacher vs college faculty focus group vs new generation vs old generation vs instructing teacher).  A chart would be helpful.
- Please write in full paragraphs (4-5 sentences) unless necessary
- Page 14, no need to state "as seen below". 
- Are these direct quotes from the participants?  Is this a theme?  Need more clarification "the world's gone mad, so let's get crazy and party too. Let's break free."
- Page 20, first full paragraph, what findings show??
-Page 23, "gleaned" is not the right word
-Page 28, first paragraph, "recently been found in the Arab community"  needs to be cited
- Page 29, last paragraph, "there is an abundance of research"—need to include those research authors


Resources check:
        Chalk, S. (2020). Posttraumatic growth during COVID-19: A quantitative analysis of individualist and collectivist values (Doctoral dissertation). James Madision University, USA

Lieblich, A., Tuval-Mashiach, R., & Zilber, T. (1998). Narrative Research: Reading, Analysis and Interpretation. Sage.
-not cited correctly



Reviewer #2: Which Haredi communities are you discussing? What's special about these communities and what do we know about their relationship with the larger Israeli society? How did they react to the Covid pandemic? And how well did the teachers and teacher-trainers resemble these patterns?

Associate Editor: I agree with both reviewers who have said that greater detail and explanation about the communities in the study is needed. This work needs to readable for people outside of the communities.



General notes from editor:


*CLARITY OF LANGUAGE

We consider that the clarity of the English in your paper needs to be improved to enhance readability. We ask you to arrange a thorough proofread/edit to enhance the clarity of the language. These resources may be useful:

●       Exploring this collection of free resources offering advice on writing in English (https://www.springernature.com/gp/researchers/campaigns/english-language-forauthors);
●       Asking a colleague to review your manuscript for clarity;
●       Using a professional language editing service where editors will improve the English to ensure that your meaning is clear and identify problems that require your review. Two such services are provided by our affiliates Nature Research Editing Service (http://www.authorservices.springernature.com/) and American Journal Experts (http://www.aje.com/). Springer Nature authors receive 10% off their first submission to either service.
Please note that the use of a language editing service is neither a requirement for publication in this journal, nor does it imply or guarantee that the article will be selected for peer review or accepted.

* CRITERIA FOR PUBLICATION

All papers submitted to the journal are assessed against a set criteria for publication. Papers that fall short in meeting these will not be considered for publication. We strongly recommend giving consideration to these criteria, listed below, before resubmitting. These points should be clear to any reader of your paper. Where needed, please modify your paper to ensure that these features are evident and well developed.

●       Pose a clear and valid research question;
●       Be academically sound in methodology and analysis;
●       Provide appropriate evidence or reasoning for the conclusions;
●       Make a contribution to the literature—irrespective to magnitude;
●       Be presented in an intelligible fashion and in standard English.

* ARTICLE TITLE

Titles should be descriptive of the main findings, giving the reader a clear sense of the paper's content, and should not exceed 150 characters (including spaces). We discourage the use of active verbs; punctuation is not allowed.

We invite you to consider rewording your title to enhance its clarity and impact.


* ABSTRACT

The article’s abstract plays an important role in clearly conveying the parameters and key features of a study. We feel your abstract could be strengthened. Please take this opportunity to proofread your abstract to ensure it is clear, well-structured and contains appropriate levels of detail.

Abstracts can take different forms and we are happy for authors to adopt a structure that best conveys the essence of the paper in question.

That said, a suggested generic formula is as follows:
* Background context (e.g. for the general reader);
* Specific knowledge gap the work aims to fill and/or the research question explored;
* Methods/approach used in the study;
* Key findings, conclusions or observations (where possible findings should be given in context or, if applicable, quantified);
* Implications or applications of the work.

A general reader should have a clear impression from the abstract of the novelty and significance of the work, and how it builds on existing scholarship.

Please do not include any subheadings - all abstracts must be one paragraph of text only.

Abstracts should not exceed 200 words.

___


Please note that if we feel the above issues have not been satisfactorily addressed on resubmission we may decide that your paper is not
suitable for peer review.

______________

REVISING YOUR PAPER

When revising your paper do keep in mind how your work fully meets all the below criteria for publication. Please make revisions as appropriate to ensure all of these are fully satisfied and apparent to the general reader.

To be publishable in this journal a paper must do the following:

1.      Pose a clear and valid research question;
2.      Be academically sound in methodology and analysis;
3.      Provide appropriate evidence or reasoning for the conclusions;
4.      Make a contribution to the literature—irrespective to magnitude (we do not consider abstracts and internet preprints to compromise this);
5.      Be presented in an intelligible fashion and in standard English.
Key sections:

Please ensure all the following sections are included in the final paper, as appropriate (the sections marked * are mandatory for all papers; if a section is not relevant, please do not include it):

Funding (information that explains whether and by whom the research was supported).
*Conflicts of interest/Competing interests (include appropriate disclosures)
*Availability of data and material (data transparency)
Code availability (software application or custom code)
Authors' contributions (optional: please review the submission guidelines from the journal whether statements are mandatory).
Acknowledgments of people, grants, funds, etc. should be placed in a separate section on the title page. The names of funding organizations should be written in full. Please do not include any mention of referees or editors.
Ethics/informed consent: For research involving human participants, authors MUST identify: (a) the committee that approved the research, (b) confirm that all research was performed in accordance with relevant guidelines/regulations, and (c) include at the end of their manuscript statements (named 'Ethical statement' and 'Informed consent') confirming that informed consent was obtained from all participants and/or their legal guardians.

Rebuttal letter

When submitting your revision, please include a rebuttal letter in which you clearly outline point-by-point how you have addressed all of the feedback given by the editor and referee(s).

If you have not made changes in response to any feedback or you disagree with it, you should still provide a comment explaining your reasoning.

Writing a rebuttal letter
The response to the reviewers’ comments is one of the most important parts of your revised manuscript submission. This is where you should describe the work you have done in revision, and clear up any points of misunderstanding from the first round of review. Writing an effective response helps the reviewers and the Editor assess your revised manuscript, and it is important to make the most of this opportunity to showcase how your paper has improved and developed.

If the rebuttal letter is not clearly structured or information is lacking it will be returned to you for amendment.

Letter structure

●       We request you use a point-by-point response format. That is, you provide a specific response to each point made by each reviewer. This allows the reviewer and the Editor to easily see how you have addressed each issue that was raised;
●       While point-by-point detail is critical, it is also important to provide a concise overview of the most important revisions made. This should be provided as an introduction to the more detailed response, with the purpose of telling the reviewer and Editor what you focused on when revising the manuscript.
●       Tips and suggestions
●       Mark all revisions in your paper in colour or bold text. If you use multiple colours for different referees, make clear in the letter to which referees each colour refers.
●       In your overview, be sure to address any points that were specifically flagged by the Editor in the decision letter;
●       When writing your point-by-point response, include all of the reviewers’ comments as they provided them. After each reviewer comment, provide your response before moving onto the next;
●       Make sure to respond to all points. If you were unable to address a particular point, provide a clear and well-reasoned rationale for why;
●       You may not agree with all of the reviewers’ points, and it is fine to provide your perspective on the issues raised provided you keep the tone of your response professional and constructive and your arguments grounded in academic reasoning;
●       While specificity is important, so is brevity in presentation. Please keep your responses concise and to the point;
●       Rather than including figures or replicating blocks of text from the manuscript in your response, point to the specific place in the revised manuscript that contains the relevant information.


















מכתב תשובה:
[bookmark: _GoBack]אני מודה לעורך ולשופטים על ההערות החשובות
1. I agree with both reviewers who have said that greater detail and explanation about the communities in the study is needed. This work needs to readable for people outside of the communities.
הוספנו בהרחבה אודות מאפייני האוכלוסיה החרדית בישראל, וכן תהליכים שהתרחשו בה בתקופת הקורונה וההסברים שניתנו לכך בספרות לאור מאפייניה. נציין כי למיטב ידיעתנו טרם התפרסמו מחקרים אודות אוכלוסיית המורים והכשרת מורים חרדים בקורונה. 
2. המאמר עבר עריכה לשונית מקצועית, ובהמשך להערות וההנחיות של השופטים והעורך עבר עריכה לשונית מקצועית נוספת.
3. במחקר יושמה טריאנגולציה data source triangulation (Thurmond, 2001). , באופן המאפשר להציג זוויות מבט משלימות ו to obtain a comprehensive view, בתוך ההקשר של החברה החרדית ומוסדותיה. לפיכך, השתתפו במחקר שלוש קבוצות השותפות למערך ההכשרה הטריאדי, אשר סיפרו על הדרך שעברו מתכשרות להוראה חרדיות אשר בתחילת הקורונה היו סטודנטיות, ותוך כדי הקורונה נהפכו ועברו להיות מורות מתחילות, ואנו עקבנו אחר תהליך זה. אין מדובר בסיפורים של מורים או בסיפורים של צוותי מכללות, אלא בסיפור של המתכשרות להוראה, מנקודת המבט של שלושה שותפים. כדי לחדד את הבהירות בנוגע לקבוצות אלו:
א. הוספנו הסבר על מערך ההכשרה הטריאדי. הסבר זה מבהיר מי היו השותפות להכשרה בשלב הלימודים להוראה: הסטודנטית, ושתי דמויות הנמצאות איתה באינטראקציה צמודה להתנסות המעשית שלה, המורה המאמנת מצד המוסד החינוכי והמדריכה הפדגוגית מצד צוות המכללה.
ב. שינינו והקפדנו לכל אורך המאמר על מינוח המבחין בין הקבוצות: 
Students אלו הן הסטודנטיות להוראה אשר נתוניהן נאספו בפעימה הראשונה (סמסטר אביב 2020) באמצעות ראיונות ויומנים;
אותן סטודנטיות שהשתתפו בפעימה הראשונה אשר סיימו את לימודיהן והחלו לעבוד כמורות בשנתן הראשונה, נתוניהן נאספו בפעימה השניה (2021) באמצעות ראיונות והציטוטים מנתוניהן בפעימה זו שוייכו כל פעם במאמר ל Novice teachers; 
training teachers אלו המורות והגננות אשר מדריכות את הסטודנטיות במוסדות החינוך בהן הן מקיימות את ההתנסות המעשית שלהן במסגרת לימודיהן, אשר נתוניהן נאספו בפעימה הראשונה (סמסטר אביב 2020) באמצעות ראיונות;
college faculty כלל את המדריכות הפדגוגיות וחברות צוות ההנהלה במכללה להוראה המדריכות את הסטודנטיות אודות ההתנסות המעשית מטעם המכללה.
 
