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	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.


	This manuscript offers valuable insights for the scientific community by highlighting how students' ability to solve mathematical problems is closely linked to their Adversity Quotient (AQ), or their capacity to face and overcome challenges. By focusing on junior high school students, the study sheds light on how resilience can play a key role in shaping learning outcomes, particularly in mathematics. The findings not only deepen our understanding of how students respond to academic difficulties but also suggest practical steps teachers can take to support both the emotional and cognitive growth of their students. This makes the study especially relevant in today’s push for more holistic and student-centered education.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	While the title conveys the main variables of the study (problem-solving ability and Adversity Quotient), it could be made more fluent and academically polished. The phrase "reviewed from the Adversity Quotient" is slightly awkward in English and could be revised for clarity and naturalness.
Suggested title:

"The Role of Adversity Quotient in Enhancing Students’ Mathematical Problem-Solving Skills"


	

	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 already gives a good general picture of the study it explains why the research was conducted, what it focused on, and what the researchers hope it can contribute. However, there’s room to make it more informative and engaging. For instance, it would be helpful to briefly mention how many students were involved, how the data were collected, and what the main findings actually showed, rather than just saying that AQ “can significantly change” students’ abilities. Also, some of the wording could be made a bit clearer and more natural. Adding a sentence about how the findings relate to classroom practice or student development would also strengthen the abstract and make its importance stand out more.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is generally solid and shows a clear focus on an important topic how students' resilience (measured through their Adversity Quotient) relates to their ability to solve mathematical problems. The use of well-established concepts like Polya’s problem-solving steps and Stoltz’s AQ theory adds credibility, and the study design aligns well with its goals.

That said, there are a few areas that could be improved to make the study stronger. For example, while the results are presented clearly, the process of how the students' answers were analyzed isn’t explained in much detail. It would help readers understand the findings better if you described how Polya’s indicators were applied to evaluate students’ work. Also, the phrase “can significantly change” may come across as too strong, especially since this is a qualitative study perhaps it could be reworded to reflect the more exploratory nature of the research.

Adding a few more details about how your instruments were validated and acknowledging some of the study’s limitations (such as the specific school context or sample size) would also improve the manuscript. Overall, the study has a strong foundation—it just needs a bit more depth in explaining how things were done and a slightly more careful tone when interpreting the results.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references used in the manuscript are generally strong and up-to-date. It’s great to see that many of them are from 2024 and 2025, showing that the authors are engaging with current research. There’s also a good balance between theoretical and practical sources, and the inclusion of both local and international studies adds helpful context, especially for a study conducted in an Indonesian school setting.

That said, the reference list could be strengthened even further by adding a few well-known international journal articles particularly those that focus on Adversity Quotient in educational settings or that explore broader perspectives on student resilience and academic performance. Also, since the study uses a qualitative approach, it might be useful to include one or two standard references on qualitative research methods to support the research design.

Overall, the references already provide a solid foundation, and with a few additional sources, the manuscript could gain even more credibility and relevance in a wider academic context. Let me know if you’d like help identifying or integrating any of these.


	

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


	The language used in the manuscript generally gets the main ideas across, and the structure is clear and easy to follow. However, to meet the expectations of scholarly communication especially in international journals the writing would benefit from some polishing.

There are a few grammatical issues and awkward phrases that make some sentences feel a bit unclear or less natural in English. For example, phrases like "reviewed from the Adversity Quotient" could be reworded to sound smoother, such as "examined through the lens of the Adversity Quotient." Also, some ideas are repeated in similar ways across sections, which could be tightened up to improve the overall flow.

In terms of tone, shifting to more precise and formal language especially when interpreting results would help the article feel more academically polished. For instance, in a qualitative study, instead of saying something “significantly changes,” it might be more accurate to say it “appears to influence” or “shows a positive relationship.”

With some careful language editing, the manuscript would read more smoothly and meet the standards expected in scholarly publications. I’d be happy to help with revising a sample section if that would be useful.


	

	Optional/General comments


	This is a thoughtful and relevant study that highlights an important aspect of student learning the connection between resilience (through Adversity Quotient) and mathematical problem-solving ability. The topic is timely, especially as educators continue to look for ways to support students both academically and emotionally.

The manuscript shows clear effort and is grounded in appropriate theory. To make it even stronger, I’d recommend refining the language in some parts to improve clarity and flow, particularly for readers outside the local context. Adding a bit more detail on how the data were analyzed, and briefly mentioning any limitations, would also help the study come across as more complete.

Overall, this work has meaningful contributions to offer, and with a few revisions, it could be a valuable resource for both researchers and educators.
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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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