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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 offers a meticulously organized and systematic analysis of global research on mathematical reasoning published in the past five years.  It points out trends, gaps, and possible future directions for math education.  This paper is significant for educational researchers, curriculum developers, and educators seeking to enhance students' reasoning and problem-solving skills.  Its focus on recent studies, especially those from various contexts, enhances both practical and theoretical aspects of the global discourse on mathematical cognition.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Suggested title (optional) is
“A Systematic Review of Mathematical Reasoning Research (2019–2024)”

This would make the temporal scope clearer and align with standard review-paper titling conventions.
	

	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 and informative. It successfully outlines the research background, purpose, methods, major findings, and identified gaps. However, it can be strengthened by:

· Including specific sample size information (e.g., “37 international studies were analyzed”).

· Briefly mentioning the methodology (literature review via Web of Science).

· Ending with a clear statement on practical implications or future directions.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound, methodologically valid, and logically structured. The literature is critically evaluated, and the findings are systematically organized into influencing factors, cultivation strategies, and classification frameworks. The conversation is in line with changes to the national curriculum and international educational standards (PISA, TIMSS). However, the paper would be improved by a clearer comparison between regions (for example, Asia and Europe) to gain a better understanding of different cultures.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are recent, relevant, and well-cited, with most of them coming from 2021 to 2025. They are based on well-known international journals like Educational Studies in Mathematics, Mathematical Thinking and Learning, and Education and Information Technologies.
Include at least one or two important works from before 2020 to put the recent five years of research on mathematical reasoning in context.
	

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


	The manuscript is written in clear, academic English, but there are a few grammar mistakes and some unnecessary words. The structure (Introduction–Methods–Results–Discussion–Conclusion) makes sense and is easy to follow. A light copy-edit to improve fluency and paragraph transitions would make it even easier to read.


	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript provides a concise and systematic review of recent studies on mathematical reasoning, effectively summarizing major research themes and gaps. It is well-structured, informative, and relevant to educators and researchers. Minor improvements are needed in clarity, abstract refinement, and presentation. Overall, it is a valuable contribution that merits publication after minor revisions.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	No
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