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	Reviewer’s comment
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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.


	It is also commonly said that scientifically advanced countries are the countries that begin to develop and focus on all aspects of mathematics and try to find solutions to the problems that students suffer from in this area. It is very important to have such research and such theories that contribute to raising students’ levels and eliminating problems, but only when used correctly and with credibility.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title of the article 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.


	The abstract of the article is comprehensive and I do not suggest any additions or deletions.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, I do not doubt that, especially when using modern references related to it.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, recent references have been used, but some references are inconsistent (some lack access dates and others lack DOIs). Please edit them and bring them into a consistent format.
	

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


	Overall, the quality of English is adequate, but there is some repetition in some examples, such as "remedial programs in the Philippines" and "strategic intervention materials."
	

	Optional/General comments


	1- A clear and concise paragraph explaining Constructivist Learning Theory should be incorporated to provide readers with a better understanding of its relevance to the intervention program.

2- A detailed description of the 40-item test administered to the students is necessary. This includes information on its structure, content coverage, validation process, and reliability to support the rigor of the research instrument.

3- The 40-item assessment used before and after the intervention must be explicitly presented and discussed, including how it aligns with the program objectives and learning competencies.

4- The results section should be enhanced by adding tables or graphical representations (e.g., histograms or boxplots) that illustrate the distribution of scores before and after the intervention, improving clarity and interpretability.

5- Redundant references to "constructivist learning" and "scaffolding" should be minimized. Theoretical concepts should be concisely explained in the framework section and only referred to where analytically relevant.
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