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	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 fills the gap on research that focus on student motivation as the mediator between perceived teacher support and creative thinking skills in Mathematics classrooms. The research explores the 3 relationships; between teacher perceive support and creative thinking, between perceived teacher support and motivations and between student motivation and creative thinking skills. This research can further contribute valuable insights in teachers’ role in motivating students and fosters creative thinking skills in classrooms.  
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	Yes, the title does reflect the research paper
	

	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.
	Yes, the abstract is comprehensive and includes all the important elements of the research.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	There are some elements that needs to be clarified that might affect the scientific correctness of this manuscript:

1. Descriptive Equivalent Statements in Table 1, 2 and 3

The thresholds for the descriptive equivalent statements were not stated. Including this threshold would be significant to understand the context of why certain indicators are labelled as ‘high’ and ’moderate’.
2. Overall Mean for Standard Deviation for Table 1 and Table 2
In table 1, the given overall mean was 0.56 but it was calculated equals to 0.788. the value 0.56 need to be clarified further if it is calculated differently. The same goes for value 0.61 in Table 2 and 9.16 in Table 3.  
	

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

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	Yes, the paper is well communicated in English.
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