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Abstract Pre-service teachers have established and developed their own teaching strategies and professional
language teaching skills based on their pedagogical and learning experiences. In this regard, it is conceivable
that pre-service teachers' feedback may have distinct viewpoints and focuses. Therefore, the purpose of this
study is to analyze pre-service teachers’ feedback to microteaching demonstrations. Participants in the study were
40 prospective elementary school teachers. They were invited to offer feedback on microteachings video-recorded
by their peers. According to the findings, we identified a total of 708 comments. The majority of feedback was
categorized as teacher talk(40.1%) , followed by teaching and learning activity (20.9%), interaction (12.6%),
teaching materials (11.4%), classroom atmosphere and learning environment (8.9%), lesson flow (3.7%), review
and evaluation (1.3%), and introduction and objectives (1.1%). The most frequent types of feedback were the
teacher's use of appropriate speaking rate, tone, and intonation. This finding reflects the fact that English
teachers realize the importance of the teacher's English proficiency, therefore we suggest that teacher education
institutions need raise awareness not just of teachers' English skills but also of their diverse perspectives.
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Table 1. Types of feedback on microteaching
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Table 2. Detailed feedback types on microteaching
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