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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.


	Through a qualitative viewpoint, this article presents useful ideas on the application of the flipped classroom technique in mathematics education, therefore addressing a poorly investigated field in the current body of knowledge. By stressing the lived experiences of students, it shows the cognitive, emotional, and behavioural effects of the paradigm that quantitative research sometimes neglects. The results significantly advance the general discussion on learner-centered teaching, especially in relation to 21st-century skills growth including self-regulation and motivation. This study offers timely and relevant consequences for both academics and practitioners trying to improve mathematics learning results via adaptive instructional design as educational systems around the globe keep looking for creative and robust instructional models.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title, "Flipped Classroom on Students’ Mathematics Performance: A Qualitative Study," is generally informative but could be improved for clarity and academic precision.my suggestions are:
· Lived Experiences of Grade 8 Students in a Flipped Mathematics Classroom: A Qualitative Inquiry

· Reimagining Mathematics Instruction: A Qualitative Study on Flipped Classrooms and Student Engagement
· Self-Directed Learning, Motivation, and Challenges in a Flipped Mathematics Classroom: A Qualitative Exploration

· A Qualitative Study of Student Perceptions in a Flipped Mathematics Classroom
	

	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 generally well-structured and informative, but it could benefit from some clarifications and refinements to enhance its precision and alignment with qualitative research standards. Below are my specific observations and suggestions:
· Clarify the Type of Study and Participants Early

· Avoid Ambiguity Around "Mathematics Performance

· Highlight Key Themes

· Rephrase Redundancies
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Generally speaking, the manuscript is scientifically acceptable in terms of structure and overall qualitative methodology; however, there are various areas that need work to fulfil the requirements of rigorous scientific writing and analysis. Here is a comprehensive analysis:

· Terminology inconsistency: In qualitative research, "mathematics performance" is conflating. It suggests quantitative evaluation, but the article makes no mention of any performance measures.

· Sampling Justification: Although purposive sampling is suitable, the article makes no mention of why 10 participants were adequate or how data saturation was attained.

· Lack of Theoretical Framing: The paper addresses several subjects but does not clearly relate them to a theoretical or conceptual framework (e.g., constructivism, self-regulated learning theory).

· Limited Depth in Theme Discussion: Six themes are offered, however some lack important thought or engagement with current research outside of superficial consensus.

· Vague Presentation of Findings: Limited openness is provided by the results section's vague presentation of findings—a clear thematic map, frequency, or coding depth (e.g., code clusters, overlap).

· Potential Bias in Language: Phrases like "students valued," "students appreciated," etc., are again and again repeated without qualification. This could sound anecdotal.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The manuscript includes a strong base of recent and relevant studies, but would benefit from the addition of:

· 1–2 theoretical grounding sources

· 1 meta-analytic or review study

· Possibly 1 regional policy-oriented reference
	

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


	Though the general quality of English in the manuscript is sufficient for scholarly communication, professional editing would help to improve clarity, academic tone, and grammatical consistency. 

· Inconsistent Tense Usage: The manuscript occasionally uses present and past tense (e.g., "students appreciate" vs. "students reported"), which could mislead readers.

· Grammatical Issues: Some of the sentences are excessively lengthy or have minor grammatical mistakes in punctuation, subject-verb agreement, or article usage.

· Colloquial or redundant language:

· In interview snippets, phrases like "it was difficult, ma'am!" or "yes, ma'am, because..." are acceptable in quotes, but commentary around them should be more scholarly and neutral.

· Repeated use of phrases like "students appreciated," "students valued" might be better substituted with more diverse and academic wording.

· Overuse of Passive Voice in Some Sections: Though passive voice is often used in scientific writing, overuse (e.g., "the data were collected... analyzed the transcripts... Presenting the results...") might reduce the interest of the work.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Using a qualitative lens to record students' lived experiences, this article examines a significant and contemporary subject in mathematics education: the flipped classroom method. By concentrating on not only learning results but also the emotional, cognitive, and behavioral aspects of the learning process—which are sometimes neglected in quantitative investigations—the study fills a significant gap.

The paper is nicely structured and mostly recent pertinent material underpins it. Thematic analysis by Braun and Clarke is suitably and properly described for usage. To improve the academic influence of the work, I suggest changes in a number of spheres: the terminology (e.g., avoid using "performance" in a qualitative sense), the integration of theoretical frameworks, and enhancements in academic language and grammar.

Further methodological openness would result from adding more information on sample size justification, coding rigor, and saturation attainment. Overall, this research could significantly advance the field, particularly if the suggested revisions in this review are adopted.
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