SDI FINAL EVALUATION FORM 1.1

	PART 1:   

	              Journal Name:
	Journal of Education, Society and Behavioural Science

	          Manuscript Number:
	Ms_JESBS_146319

	      Title of the Manuscript: 
	The Efficacy of Gamification in Mathematics Education: A Quantitative Synthesis of its Effects on Student Engagement and Achievement

	     Type of Article :
	Original Research Article


	
	

	PART 2:
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	The modifications performed on the two pages have increased the rigor of the manuscript considerably and its potential for publication as well. The following are the main points: Different Voice and Critical Thinking: The revised parts are clearly written now in the author's voice. Instead of merely providing facts or summarizing research in a dull and robotic way (e.g., "ten studies found that..."), the expression has turned into an active interpretation, i.e. by sorting, criticizing and engaging with the literature. Citations such as, "offers an important lens," "has considerable potential," "compelling, yet complex, picture," "illustrates a critical point," and "important to acknowledge," indicate that the authors are thinking critically and are positioning themselves through the literature. Besides the voice, these changes elevate the text from a written restatement to an academic contribution. Increased Synthesis and Interpretation: The empirical analysis provided in page 5 is no longer just a listing of studies now we get a synthesis of results, trends are pointed out, and contradictions are critically discussed that give a more layered picture of the research area. The revision shows intellectual depth that is more than what is usually found in academic writing. More Profound Practical Implications: The practical implications that were listed then have now shifted from a generic list of implications to providing nuances in why certain approaches are important in practice and what those approaches are in practice, which has indeed made that section more profound.
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