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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	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.


	Mathematics plays a significant role in everyday life. Teachers’ and students’ perceptions toward learning mathematics greatly impact students' performance. The structure of the manuscript is appropriate. The discussion part is also appreciable. The study highlighted the fact that scaffolding is an effective instructional strategy.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title may be rewritten as “Use of Scaffolding Strategies in Teaching and Learning of Mathematics in Class IX: Teachers’ and Students’ Perceptions.”
	

	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 may include the details of the instruments used in the study.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Sufficient. But the references are given up to the year 2020. Recent references may be included
	

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


	Yes. Proper tenses should be used. A complete check is required.
	

	Optional/General comments


	· Is scaffolding a strategy, technique or approach? The same terminology must be used throughout the article for better clarity.

· The significance of the study must emphasise the importance of the study. Here, it is written on the future aspect. It must be changed.

· How scaffolding is operationalised in this study is missing. It has to be added.

· What is the need for an introduction & conclusion in the Literature Review, Discussion, and Conclusion? It may confuse the readers while reading.

· The literature review must include the research gap.

· Sections 2.3 & 2.6 can be clubbed.

· Check the statement in 3.5, ‘Data collection involved questionnaires (closed- and open-ended’. How can you classify questionnaires into open and closed?
· In Section 3.4, the study sample is only mentioned. What about the population?
· How many instruments were used for the study? The name of the instrument and the development year must be included. If it is adopted, that information must also be mentioned.
· Proper alignment is missing in Result section.
· Practicability of recommendations is missing. Both recommendations are general. 
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	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)
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