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	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.


	This manuscript is very important to scholarship, especially to teaching and learning. It shows how code-mixing enhances learning of Mathematics at an early stage.  This adds to other teaching strategies that are perceive as effective in teaching of Mathematics.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, it is suitable.
	

	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 is comprehensive as it has outlined a brief background, aim, methodology and findings.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	It is, however, the aim that appears in the abstract is not 100% a reflection of the one that is written in the body. Even the research design in the abstract differs from that one under methodology. This is really confusing to the readership. Remember that methodology is key. 
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	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?


	The manuscript needs editing. There is a lot that needs to be done regarding punctuation marks and articles. The authors have adopted zero articles even where it is inappropriate. They have omitted them in gerundive phrases. Overall, they have to work on the articles and punctuation. They should also strive for consistencies. The cases are highlighted in them manuscripts.
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	This is a good paper.
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