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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 is highly relevant to the scientific and educational community as it addresses a persistent global challenge: student anxiety and low achievement in mathematics. It provides empirical evidence from a real-classroom action research project, demonstrating the efficacy of a practical, low-cost intervention—math games. The findings offer valuable insights for educators and curriculum designers seeking to implement constructivist, student-centered pedagogies that foster not only problem-solving skills but also positive attitudes and engagement. The study contributes to the growing body of literature on gamification in education, bridging the gap between theory and classroom practice.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is clear, descriptive, and accurately reflects the content of the study.


	

	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 but could be slightly strengthened. It effectively outlines the problem, intervention, methodology, and key finding (positive impact).

Suggestion for Addition: Briefly mention the research design (e.g., "A one-group pre-test/post-test action research design was used...") and the sample size (e.g, "...with a sample of 10 Grade 8 students") to give immediate context. Also, explicitly state the key quantitative result (e.g., "...resulting in a significant mean score improvement from 54.5% to 77%").
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound within the context of action research. The methodology is appropriate for the research questions, data is presented clearly (with tables and figures), and the analysis logically connects the results to the conclusions. The discussion is grounded in relevant educational theories (Constructivism) and previous research.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient and include a good mix of foundational theorists (Piaget, Vygotsky) and contemporary research (e.g., Bragg, 2012; Ke, 2008; Mullis et al., 2016). They are well-chosen and support the study's arguments.

Suggestion for Addition: To further strengthen the section on game-based learning, consider citing a recent meta-analysis or review article in this field, for example: Byun, J., & Joung, E. (2018). Digital game-based learning for K–12 mathematics education: A meta-analysis. School Science and Mathematics, 118(3-4), 113-126.
	

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


	The language is generally clear and suitable for scholarly communication. However, there are minor grammatical errors and awkward phrasings that should be corrected.
	

	Optional/General comments


	This is a well-structured and rigorously conducted action research study. The use of multiple data sources (tests, questionnaires, observations) for triangulation is a key strength. The action plan is exceptionally detailed and provides a valuable model for other practitioner-researchers. The acknowledgment of the study's limitations and challenges (e.g., preparation time, smaller gains for high achievers) adds credibility and depth.

The manuscript is of high quality, with a strong design, clear presentation of results, and valuable practical implications. The recommended revisions are minor and primarily concern the enhancement of the abstract's specificity, a final proofread for language polish, and an explicit mention of standard ethical assurances. Once these minor points are addressed, the manuscript will be suitable for publication.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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


	


Reviewer details:

Jerónimo Paiva, Portugal

Created by: DR
              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM
   
Version: 3 (07-07-2024)

