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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.


	This study is important because it shows that the steady-state solution is unstable when using approximate population values. The system is nonlinear and can have multiple solutions. The research found different changes in the system when varying the parameters γ, δ, ε, and K. It also demonstrated nonlinear dynamics and chaotic behaviour. This work adds to the existing literature on mathematical modelling in education by offering a new way to understand how students acquire basic operational skills. The findings suggest that targeted interventions can help improve student learning and boost mathematical achievement.

	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	I recommend that the title should be reframed as 

‘Analysis and Simulation of Mathematical Achievement in Dynamical Systems: Estimating Parameters and Addressing Uncertainty’ 
	

	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 does not provide enough background information to introduce the topic effectively. Additionally, the authors failed to specify the method used for the simulation; this detail should be included. There are also several grammatical errors present in the abstract. I recommend that the authors revise it by these observations. 
	

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

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	For the references to be more sufficient, I suggest the author add the following references.
a) Abiodun Ezekiel Owoyemi, Ibrahim Mohammed Sulaiman, Pushpendra Kumar, Venkatesan Govindaraj and Mustafa Mamat. (2023). Some novel mathematical analysis on the fractional-order 2019-nCoV dynamical model. Journal of Mathematics Methods in Applied Sciences. 2022. doi.org/10.1002/mma.8772.

b) Owoyemi, Abiodun Ezekiel, Ibrahim Mohammed Sulaiman, Mustafa Mamat, and Sunday Ezekiel Olowo. "Stability and Bifurcation Analysis in a Fractional-order Epidemic Model with Sub-Optimal Immunity, Nonlinear Incidence and Saturated Recovery Rate." IAENG International Journal of Applied Mathematics 51, no. 3 (2021).
c) Abiodun Ezekiel Owoyemi, Ibrahim Mohammed Sulaiman, Mustafa Mamat Sunday Ezekiel Olowo (2021), Stability and Bifurcation Analysis in a Fractional-order Epidemic Model with Sub-Optimal Immunity, Nonlinear Incidence and Saturated Recovery Rate. IAENG International Journal of Applied Mathematics (Accepted Journal - Ref no. - IJAM_2020_06_07a).


	

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


	Several grammatical errors need to be corrected. I recommend proofreading the entire manuscript for grammatical issues.
	

	Optional/General comments


	1. The findings lack support from any theorem, and the statements are insufficient.  

2. The authors provided a definition but did not cite it, which is unacceptable in research.  Besides, one definition is not enough.

3. The authors discussed bifurcations but did not include figures to illustrate their work.  

4. The paper must explain its originality through gap analysis.  

5. The authors should include the real-world applications of this problem and explain why this study is essential.  

6. Finally, I recommend that the authors address all the points above (items 1-7) before the paper can be accepted for publication. 
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