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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 is timely and relevant with regards to mathematics education since this focuses on model conceptual literacy within middle school classrooms. Also, it is aligned to China’s 2022 Compulsory Mathematics Curriculum Standards. This study may contribute to the growing body of research and may integrate modelling and mathematical literacy intro practical classroom strategies. Refinements should be done specifically in the methodological aspect of the paper as well as its academic rigor to further enhance its impact.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title accurately reflects the content and focus of the paper. There is no need to enhance or change the title.
	

	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 provided a clear summary of the intent of the study, its background as well, and the proposed strategies. However, it lacks a detailed methodology. It is highly recommended that the number and type of respondents are included. Mention as well that data collection involved interviews and that a brief statement on the outcome of the findings are also stated/included. With this included, 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	While the manuscript is conceptually strong and consistent with current curriculum reforms, lack of a clearly defined methodology section and an absence of in-depth a data analysis. It described interview outcomes; however, it does not explain how data were collected, analysed, or validated. There is also insufficient engagement with existing theories of mathematical literacy beyond the Chinese curriculum standards. For this to be considered scientifically correct, the study needs a formal methods section and an analytical framework. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are mostly sufficient. It has a mix of local and international literature. However, some citations are outdated or inconsistent in format. For this to improve, standardizing all citations to APA format is highly recommended.
	

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


	The language of the manuscript is understandable but contains numerous grammatical issues, awkward phrasing, and structural inconsistencies. Revisions are needed to improve clarity, academic tone, and readability.
	

	Optional/General comments


	This paper has promise as a practice-oriented contribution to mathematics education, especially in non-Western contexts. The integration of artificial intelligence as a classroom tool is a progressive touch. Nonetheless, clearer methodology, stronger theoretical grounding, and linguistic refinement are needed to meet scholarly standards. A major revision is recommended.
This study merits a Major Revision before being considered for publication. The core ideas are strong and worthwhile, but the academic presentation needs improvement to meet scholarly standards.
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