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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.


	Anxiety in learning mathematics has been a stumbling block to achieving excellence among students at both primary and secondary level for several decades. Findings on this area will be crucial to record success in mathematics knowledge representation. By this, students will be willing to study every concept they come across at ease and thereby making them to represent whatever knowledge they acquire to promote advancement in technology.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, it is suitable. However, the structure of the article should be improved.
	

	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 not comprehensive enough. In particular, the population of the study is not specifically mentioned. This will help to determine whether the sample size used is appropriate. Also, the objective of the study should be clearly stated. Furthermore, the author should briefly include the recommendation of the work.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	It is averagely correct.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References cited are insufficient and not largely recent. I humbly urge the researcher to source for more and new studies on the subject matter.
	 

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


	Yes, the quality of the language is highly suitable for scholarly communications.
	

	Optional/General comments


	1. The introduction section of the paper is too narrow and lacks adequate citation. Thus, it needs elaboration. 

2. Item 1.1, 1.2 and 1.2.1 should be merged to form 2.0 (Literature Review).

3. The pattern used in table presentation should be improved. Also, the source of the table should be clearly mentioned.
4. Graphical representation included in the study is a plus for the article and thus appreciated.
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