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	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.


	To make the results more reliable and relevant:

- Due to the small sample size, it would have been better to include all 251 students. Especially since the survey was carried out in a single establishment.

- It would have been much better if the study had taken a sample of certain high schools instead of just one, and taken a sample of students from each high school.

	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes 
	

	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.


	It’s not comprehensive:
- A questionnaire: mention the "Metacognitive Knowledge in Mathematics" questionnaire

- The results obtained: at least the p-value obtained and some main percentages should be mentioned.

- These results highlight the importance of developing metacognitive skills to improve success in mathematics: suggestions should be made as to what should be done to improve them.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Data Collection:

-The statistical tool or software must be mentioned

-The statistical measures used must be precisely mentioned: Spearman correlation r, %, ………

-Statistical significance was considered at a p-value less than 0.05 must be mentioned

4.1 Knowledge of Self and 4.2:

Please be very careful with this type of serious error:

Table 3 shows the students' metacognitive knowledge in terms of self: this is not Table 3 but Table 2.

The same goes for Table 4.

Results:

-Using Spearman correlation alone is very insufficient: other statistical measures must be used, at least like the Student's t test or the chi-square test (χ2),.…….

-Table 4: better deleted the interpretation column

Recommendation:

The second recommendation should be deleted because the way teachers study math is in no way relevant to your study and has no bearing on the objective of your study. For your recommendations can be applied only in the high school where you carried out your survey because you carried it out with a sample in only one high school.
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