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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.
	This paper takes a closer look at rational functions, zooming in on a specific topic in math instead of trying to tackle the whole subject. It makes it clear that many students don’t naturally connect symbolic, graphical, and tabular representations—they tend to treat them as completely separate skills. The paper also reinforces something we already suspected: students who feel more confident in their abilities tend to perform better.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	You might consider revising the title to something like "Relationships Between Grade 11 Students' Anxiety and Self-Efficacy Compared to Their Mastery of Rational Functions." The current title suggests a cause-and-effect relationship, which doesn’t seem to be directly supported by the findings. Also, since the focus of the paper is specifically on rational functions, rather than mathematics as a whole, a more precise title would better reflect the scope 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.
	The abstract seems to be on point.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	This reviewer did not catch any scientific errors in the paper.  The reviewer did have slight concerns over the researcher generated questions, but that was addressed by providing the Cronbach’s Alpha scores.  It would have been nice if that would have been validated in a separate study, but did not raise any major concerns. 

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	There were enough references, this reviewer was very pleased by the support that the author gave to their statements.  However, in double checking references, 18 and 19 did not appear in the paper, unless I missed it somehow, but I marked them off as I was reading and those two did not appear, and a “find” search did not locate them in the paper either.  

	

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


	Yes, the paper seems to be well written.  “Wordsmiths” will find places where different words may be better, as I have suggested for the title, but this reviewer had no difficulties reading the paper because of English quality. 
	

	Optional/General comments


	In APA formatting the use of Table 1-a is not allowed, or suggested, the tables and figures are just sequentially numbered.  Also, the formatting of the tables is not in correct APA format.  I am not sure if that is needed in this review, but it was something that this reviewer observed and noted.  
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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