Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	Asian Journal of Education and Social Studies 

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_AJESS_139040

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	Research on Mathematical Abstraction Literacy in China

	Type of the Article
	


	PART  1: Comments



	
	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.


	The manuscript is important because it helps expand the horizon of research on math education, especially in China and can be used also by other countries specially in ASIA. It points out gaps in student literacy and calls for more research endeavour for other countries, which could affect what courses are offered in the future of other schools in some part of ASIA.

Its focus on teaching methods and student traits gives teachers useful information and other researchers. The academic tone makes it credible, but it may need to be made easier to understand for a wider audience.

The manuscript "Research on Mathematical Abstraction Literacy in China" is very important for science. It looks at past research on math education and points out what is missing and what is known now. It shows that more research is needed, like real-world studies of teaching methods. This can help teachers and researchers make math easier to understand. The results are only true for China, but they might be useful in other situations, especially those that value mathematical abstraction in other countries. This makes it more useful for educational systems around the world.
	      

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	     You can also consider this title “A Literature Review on Mathematical Abstraction Literacy         

      Among High School Students in China”


	

	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 comprehensive, covering all essential aspects of the study.  However, for   

     enhanced clarity, it could specify the year of the curriculum standards reviewed.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically correct because it follows standard research methods for summarizing other studies. However, it has some problems, like using only one database and qualitative methods, which could make it less thorough and objective. The reviewed studies' qualitative focus makes the evidence less robust than if it used quantitative methods. If you can consider also utilizing quantitative research in your future study.

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient however explore more on and include international databases and studies for a broader perspective and global context.


	

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


	            Yes, it is!
	

	Optional/General comments


	           The study is very relevant and has a solid contribution to the field, scientifically correct for its   

           purpose, but its limitations in methodology, data sources, and analysis affect its overall scientific 
           rigor. It serves as a valuable starting point for educators and researchers, particularly in China, 
           but suggests the need for more empirical research to strengthen future findings and share it to 
           the global audiences.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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