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PART  1: Comments 
 

 Reviewer’s comment Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that 
part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write 
his/her feedback here) 

Please write a few sentences regarding the 
importance of this manuscript for the scientific 
community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be 
required for this part. 
 

The manuscript would have contributed to the scientific community but the author(s) have not 
linked the results to the research questions and this should be checked properly. The 
discussion has not also been done well by using the literature to justify the results or findings 
of the study.  

Problem-solving skills and abilities is one of the necessary abilities for 
senior high school students. If senior high school students understand 
the knowledge but cannot solve the problems, it will frustrate students’ 
learning enthusiasm and self-confidence. Pre-service mathematics 
teachers are the main force of mathematics teaching in high school in 
the future. Whether pre-service mathematics teachers' cognitive of 
this phenomenon is accurate will greatly affect the quality of 
mathematics teaching in high school in the future. 

Is the title of the article suitable? 
(If not please suggest an alternative title) 

 

The title: Pre-service mathematics teachers' understanding of "being able to understand but 
unable to solve" is clear, straight forward and suitable for the paper. I would have 
suggested the inverted commas be deleted from the title but rather be used in the text to 
emphasise the relevance of the statement. 

Thank you very much for your suggestion. I think deleting the inverted 
commas would make the sentence not smooth. Senior high school 
students can understand knowledge, but they cannot solve problems. 
What I want to study is the cognitive of pre-service mathematics 
teachers to this phenomenon. Therefore, I would like to change the 
title to: Pre-service Mathematics Teachers' Cognition of "Senior 
High School Students can Understand Knowledge but cannot 
Solve Problems". 

Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do 
you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some 
points in this section? Please write your 
suggestions here. 

 

The abstract lacks some key components such as the methods used, sampling technique, 
setting, key finding and conclusion. 

Thank you very much for your suggestion. I will refine what you 
mentioned in the article. 

Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please 
write here. 

The manuscript needs serious and major revisions to make it scientifically correct. Thank you for your comments. I will modify it carefully. 

Are the references sufficient and recent? If you 
have suggestions of additional references, please 
mention them in the review form. 

The references are good but I have a problem with the in-text citations which I wish the author should 
look at critically and at the reference page too in APA format for the 7th edition. 

Thank you for your comments. I will modify it carefully. 

Is the language/English quality of the article 
suitable for scholarly communications? 

 

The language is acumen and clear. Thank you for your comments.   

Optional/General comments 
 

The author should state each research question and its results in the manuscript. Thank you for your comments. I will modify it carefully. 

 
PART  2:  

 

 

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) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  

 

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 

 

 

There are no ethical issues with this manuscript. 

 

 

 


