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	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 addresses student engagement in General Mathematics among senior high school students, which remains a practical and relevant issue in secondary education, particularly in public school contexts. By examining motivational, social, behavioral, and cognitive dimensions of engagement, the study provides a structured overview of how students interact with mathematics learning. The findings offer useful descriptive insights that may inform teachers and school administrators in designing engagement-oriented instructional strategies. Although the study is context-specific, it contributes empirical evidence to the growing literature on student engagement in mathematics education.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is appropriate and clearly reflects the focus, variables, and population of the study. It accurately indicates both the subject area (General Mathematics) and the target group (Grade 11 students). No change is necessary.
	

	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 generally clear and comprehensive, as it presents the purpose, methodology, key variables, and major findings of the study. However, the interpretation of some correlations appears slightly overstated, particularly regarding the strength of negative relationships. The authors may consider moderating the language used to describe these associations. Minor revisions for conciseness and clarity would further improve the abstract.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound in terms of research design, data collection, and reliability analysis. The descriptive–correlational approach is appropriate for the stated objectives, and the engagement framework is theoretically supported. However, further clarification is needed regarding the treatment of categorical variables (such as strand and preferred learning style) in correlational analysis. Addressing this issue would strengthen the methodological rigor of the study.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are generally sufficient and relevant to the topic, with several recent studies included. Most key theoretical and empirical sources on student engagement and mathematics education are appropriately cited. However, there appears to be a duplication of one reference (Sabug, 2023), which should be corrected. Aside from this, no additional references are strictly required.
	

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


	The language is generally understandable and suitable for scholarly communication. Some sentences are lengthy or repetitive and could be improved through minor grammatical editing and stylistic refinement. Overall, the manuscript would benefit from light language polishing rather than extensive rewriting.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The study presents useful school-level data on student engagement in General Mathematics. Strengthening the discussion by acknowledging the context-specific nature of the findings and avoiding overgeneralization would enhance the overall quality of the manuscript. Clarifying methodological choices and refining interpretations will further improve its contribution.
The manuscript is methodologically acceptable but requires clarification of statistical treatment and refinement of interpretation.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	
	

	Are there competing interest issues in this manuscript?
	
	

	If plagiarism is suspected, please provide related proofs or web links.
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	Here reviewer should declare his/her competing interest. If nothing to declare he/she can write “I declare that I have no competing interest as a reviewer”


I declare that I have no competing interest as a reviewer.
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