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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment


	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 research is aligned to the global call for more holistic and student-centered approaches in teaching and learning Mathematics. The research has a potential of adding to our understanding of mathematics education particularly in elementary setting. This research not only highlights the teachers' role, but also their experiences and challenges they are encountering in solving the mathematics problems of our students.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the paper has an interesting research 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 opening line is somewhat generic. Consider using a more engaging and specific statement. Also, consider providing an explicit implication and the limitations/recommendations of the study. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	YES
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	YES
	

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


	YES
	

	Optional/General comments


	ABSTRACT

· Explicitly provide implication and/or recommendations/limitations (last part)

KEYWORD

· arrange alphabetically

· Suggestion: adaptive teaching strategies, addition difficulties, constructivist learning theory, elementary education, qualitative research, teacher experiences

INTRODUCTION

· well-written introduction

METHODOLOGY

· The paper has clear research design and methodology (phenomenological design and semi-structured interview)

· Uses strategy that ensures trustworthiness (member checking and reflexivity)

· In order to give more context within the research locale, provide brief information of the school and students' background e.g., small school, demographic profile of students

· State the inclusion criteria and offer a brief description of the respondent-teachers i.e., years of experience, number of subjects and/or levels with which they are handling, etc.

· Indicate the inclusion criteria and provide a short profile of the respondent-teachers e.g., years of experience, number of subjects and/or levels they are handling, etc.

· Provide also the following information: interview duration, point of data saturation, and measures for coding reliability

RESULTS

· There is a clear organization and alignment of the research objective, methodology, and findings. Minor comment: Decide whether to use Figure 2 or Table 1 (they serve the same purpose)

· The main focus in this section is to identify the themes and sub-themes from the interview outcome. Along with it, include a clear description of how these themes and sub-themes were obtained. Most probably include the number of teachers who convey the same message thus resulting in the theme (or sub-theme)

· Incorporate also some contradictions to the findings (if there is)

DISCUSSION

· Provide a thorough discussion, and an implication/conclusion linked to the literature or research reviewed

· State also limitations of the present study and recommendations for future suture researchers

OVERALL: 

· While this work may add and advance our understanding of mathematics education challenges, particularly in elementary level, it is important to note the limitations of this study, such as small sample size (n = 7), single-site implementation, and lack of longitudinal study (all these can be included in the recommendation for future studies)

· Please be consistent with the citation format
· Overall, consider rewriting/rephrasing the “introduction” and “methodology” sections, and improve the “results” and “discussion” sections.
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