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	Reviewer’s comment

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

	Author’s Feedback (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 provides a nuanced and new approach in studying the mathematical performance of students. Specifically, it brings upon the scientific community other factors that contribute to mathematical performance. With this approach, it opens other factors that may lead to improved performance. Such as feelings, attitudes, and discipline. The most important of which is its contribution to consider the feelings, attitude, and the affective domain of students in learning. While cognitive abilities are easily measured with various assessment tools, integrating the affecting domain remains to be a challenge. And this manuscript was able to integrate both domains to comprehensively describe mathematical performance.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, however I suggest to shorten the title removing the respondents since the primary aim of the study is on the mathematics performance not necessarily on the respondents. Remove also mathematics in mathematics performance because it is already redundant in mathematical mindset. As such, this is the suggested alternative title;
“The Mediating Effect of Mathematics Motivation on the Relationship between Mathematical Mindset and Performance”
	

	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 is comprehensive however key points are missing such as establishing the importance of the study which can be cited in the first sentences followed by the objectives. I also suggest to remove specific details about the respondents to give way to more discussions of the results.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, it followed the scientific method in a sound manner.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are correct but I suggest additional references for more corroborations.
	

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


	Yes, but it can still be improved.
	

	Optional/General comments


	· Proper in text citation of related literatures must be observed

· Consistency of ideas all through out the manuscript must be observed specially on the review of literature.

· Proper use of symbols specially in writing a hypothesis must be observed. 

· Clarify the direction of the study, since it is correlational it is suggested to revise objective 1.1.4 to better suit hypothesis testing rather than descriptive statistics.

· Revise the research design, specify what variables are used for correlational test.

· For research and instrument, identify what is the meaning of the numerical values used in reliability testing. And also, identify all the choices used in the research instrument. 

· You may omit or remove the choice “undecided” in the research instrument since this does not help the outcomes of the study.

· Add more discussion on the statistical analyses, how were the data organized, tabulated, and used.

· Since you identified studies that are contradicting and supportive of your results in Table 2. Namely, the studies of Aniah and Saefudin, respectively, explain why your results support the latter and contradict the former. You also included standard deviation in your tables, utilize it as an avenue to describe your data.

· Add more corroborations in your study to supplement the results.

· What does the results of Table 4 imply? Show studies that either support or contradict these results.

· In your results in 3.4, identify clearly the value of the p-value, do not just say that it is less than 0.05. Add more corroborations and discussions to supplement these results.

· Put also in table 5, the p-value results.

· Fix your table numbering, you cited table 8 which was not even existing.

· Keep the conclusions short and concise, directly answer the objectives.
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