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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 manuscript is important to the scientific community as it provides a valuable overview of the widespread application of mathematics across various academic and professional fields. By exploring its use in disciplines like physics, chemistry, biology, computer science, and social sciences, the paper highlights the interdisciplinary nature of mathematics and its foundational role in research and industry. This broad perspective can be particularly beneficial for educators and students, helping them understand the practical relevance of mathematical concepts and fostering a more integrated approach to learning.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title “Educational perspectives on the role of Mathematical Language Across Various Fields” is suitable. It accurately reflects the content of the manuscript, which discusses how mathematics is applied in different disciplines and presents challenges and methods for teaching it.
	

	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 well-written and clearly states the paper’s purpose: to present various subjects where mathematics is applied. However, it could be more comprehensive by including the other key themes of the manuscript. I would suggest adding a sentence or two to also mention the challenges in teaching mathematics across disciplines and the innovative teaching methods discussed in the paper's later sections. This would provide a more complete summary of the manuscript’s content.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically plausible as it discusses well-established connections between mathematics and other fields. The claims made are general and widely accepted within the scientific community. For example, the use of calculus in physics and the role of discrete mathematics in computer science are common knowledge.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient, with a mix of older seminal works and more recent publications. However, some of the references provided in the text (e.g., Mishi et al., 2020) appear to be for a different paper by the same author. This needs to be carefully checked. Also, the reference list contains several links to general websites, which may not be considered scholarly enough for some journals.
	

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


	The language quality is fair, but there are several instances of awkward phrasing, repetition, and grammatical errors that require significant revision. For example, the “Challenges” section repeats the same points in two separate paragraphs. Similarly, the "Conclusion" section starts with a phrase that is almost identical to a sentence in the "Challenges" section. These issues detract from the manuscript's scholarly tone and readability. The paper needs to be thoroughly proofread and edited to improve its clarity and conciseness.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript’s main strength is its broad scope, covering a diverse range of disciplines from traditional sciences to physical and fine arts. This makes it a good resource for educators seeking to highlight the interdisciplinary nature of mathematics. However, a major weakness is the poor organization and repetitive content, particularly in the later sections. The paper also lacks a clear, focused argument or a deeper discussion of its findings, instead presenting a series of general observations. A revision should focus on tightening the structure, removing repetitive sentences, and adding a more substantive discussion.
	


	PART  2: 



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (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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