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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.


	
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes
The title is accurate and reflects the core variables and focus of the study
	

	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.


	Generally yes
It covers background, purpose, methods, and findings but same suggestions need:

1. Mention key statistics (e.g., sample size or core results) to strengthen the impact

2. Clarify the study type (e.g., “quantitative, correlational design”) in one concise phrase


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Mostly yes.
The research questions, hypotheses, and methodology are clearly articulated. But there are found same weaknesses:

1. Lacks explicit discussion on limitations and potential biases

2. The theoretical framework is mentioned but could be more integrated into the discussion

3. More depth in interpreting why engagement was less influenced than self-efficacy would enhance the discussion.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes.
The citations are up-to-date and relevant.
	

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


	Yes.
The language is academic, clear, and readable.
	

	Optional/General comments


	 Ethical standards are clearly addressed.

The sample size (n=79) is modest but acceptable for correlational design; future research could expand this.

Consider adding a limitations paragraph and implications for future AI tool development in the education sector.

The manuscript titled "Usage of AI-Based ChatGPT, Students’ Self-Efficacy, and Engagement in Mathematics" presents a relevant and timely study on the integration of AI tools in education. The topic aligns well with the journal's interest in innovative educational practices and emerging technologies in learning environments.

The methodology is appropriate, the statistical analyses are sound, and the findings contribute meaningfully to the discourse on digital tools and student outcomes, particularly in the Philippine context. The work is especially commendable for addressing both self-efficacy and engagement—two constructs that are increasingly recognized as central to learning success.

However, the manuscript would benefit from Major revisions. Specifically, the authors should:

•
Add a brief discussion of study limitations and potential sources of bias.

•
Expand the abstract to include key numerical findings.

•
Ensure citation formatting consistency and clarity in a few dense paragraphs.

Assuming these changes are addressed, the manuscript is suitable for publication.
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