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	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.


	The study attempted to bridge the gap by developing and applying a novel mathematical framework which could contribute to innovation. The study developed and analyzed the dynamic behavior of the Susceptible–Anxious–Performing (SAP) model to simulate the transmission and recovery of Mathematics anxiety in an SHS population. The basic Reproduction Number and key stability conditions that govern the persistence versus the decline of Mathematics anxiety was ascertained which is vital to the research community.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes.
The variables are measurable and the direction of prediction is clear 
	

	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.


	Not quite comprehensive. The abstract should capture the methodological aspects such as the design, the populations which data was collected and tools/procedure used for data collection
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes
Scientific procedure was followed, although not sufficiently described  
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes.
However, Ashcraft (2002) need to be updated to recent one.

Some cited literatures were not in the reference list. E.g. Ashcraft 2002), Baten et al. 2023;

Demedts et al., 2022); Barroso et al., 2020); Driessche and Watmough (2002).

In the reference list, Ashcraft, M. H., & Moore, A. M. (2009), Nathan, J., & Jackob, K. (2020), Pollack, R., Jagers, R. J., & Durlak, J. A. (2021), Suárez-Pellicioni, M., Núñez-Peña, M. I., & Colomé, A. (2016), and Van den Driessche, P., & Watmough, J. (2002) were acknowledged but not cited in the work
	

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


	Yes
	

	Optional/General comments


	Detail methodology need to be presented. I suggest that the study should have objectives and hypotheses/research questions for readers to understand the direction and intention of the authors

The authors highlighted parameters like peer influence etc. as factors that lead to anxiety but were not determined and included in the model.
The work can be restructured into proper sections. E.g. Introduction, which include concise literature review, methodology; results, including the robust discussion, and conclusion which highlights the limitation and then recommendations 
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	Yes
The study only used secondary sources of information all of which were properly cited to uphold academic integrity.

Authors declared that NO generative technologies such as Large Models and text-to-image generators have been used during the writing or editing of this manuscript
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