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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 study investigates how active learning strategies enhance students’ understanding of mathematics in selected schools in the West Region of Cameroon. It explores the effectiveness of learner-centered approaches in improving comprehension, engagement, and performance, providing insights into innovative practices for strengthening mathematics education.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title “Understanding of Mathematics through Active Learning Strategies in some selected schools in West Region, Cameroon” is clear but could be made more concise and academically polished.

Here are two refined alternatives:

a. Enhancing Mathematics Understanding through Active Learning Strategies: A Study of Selected Schools in the West Region of Cameroon

b. Active Learning Strategies and Students’ Understanding of Mathematics in Selected Schools of the West Region, Cameroon

Both versions keep the core idea but improve readability and academic tone.


	

	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.


	Your abstract is already strong and comprehensive it clearly states the problem, purpose, methodology, key findings, and contribution. However, to make it sharper and more aligned with international journal standards, here are my suggestions:

Suggestions for Improvement

Grammar/Clarity Fixes

Change “Results shows” → “Results show.”

Change “overall math’s grades” → “overall mathematics grades.”

Reduce Methodological Detail

Mentioning both “Excel and Python” is unnecessary in the abstract; just say “statistical software” (saves space and keeps focus on results).

Add Contribution / Implication Line

Explicitly state how the findings can be used (e.g., teacher training, curriculum reform, classroom management support).

Shorten Statistical Reporting

Instead of including all β values in the abstract, summarize:

“Think-pair-share and interactive games significantly improved performance, whereas group problem-solving showed a negative effect.” *

     (β and p-values can remain in the results section of the paper).

Suggested Keywords 

Active Learning Strategies, Cameroon, Secondary Education to improve discoverability.
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	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	2021, 2023, 2024 and 2025 No one reference was used

2022 Only 1

The multiple studies are available on different platforms as open access
Add some more references after 2020.

These references are too old.

Update them minimum after 2015….
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	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?


	Acceptable but  I suggest that proof read it to remove grammar mistakes
	

	Optional/General comments


	Overall it is a good study and good draft of a research paper
Smart update the Abstract
Proof read all
Update references
Add some more references
In Discussion section, comparison with latest studies.
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