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PART 1: Comments

	
	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 holds significant importance for the scientific community as it provides empirical evidence on the relationship between motivational beliefs and perceived difficulty in mathematics within the understudied context of Lebanese middle school students. It contributes to the validation and application of the MUSIC model of academic motivation in a non-Western, multilingual educational setting, enhancing the cross-cultural understanding of student motivation. Furthermore, the study highlights domain-specific and gender- differentiated patterns, offering nuanced insights that can inform targeted instructional strategies and interventions aimed at reducing perceived difficulty and promoting equitable mathematics education during critical developmental transitions.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	The title is comprehensive, academically precise, and accurately reflects the manuscript's aims, methodology,	and	findings.	It	would	allow	researchers	in	educational	psychology,
	

	
	mathematics education, and cross-cultural studies to immediately identify the paper's relevance
	

	
	to their field. No revision 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 comprehensive, covering aims, design, methodology, key results, and conclusions effectively. However, to enhance its clarity and impact, I suggest explicitly stating the specific research questions addressed to immediately frame the study's intent, and briefly noting a key limitation such as the cross-sectional design or the private-school-only sample to provide context for the findings' generalizability. These small additions would strengthen the abstract by offering a clearer roadmap of the inquiry and a more nuanced interpretation of its
contributions without extending its length unnecessarily.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct. It is grounded in a established theoretical framework (the MUSIC model), employs a rigorous methodology with appropriate statistical analyses (ex. multiple linear regression, Pearson correlation, Fisher's z-tests), and presents findings that logically address its research questions. The authors correctly handle limitations, such as excluding the "Empowerment" construct due to low reliability, and their conclusions about the relationship between motivation and perceived difficulty are well-supported by the data and contextualized within existing literature. The study design is transparent, and the interpretation of results avoids overstatement, maintaining scientific integrity throughout.
	

	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 include a solid mix of foundational theories (ex. Eccles & Wigfield, 2002; Bandura et al., 2001) and recent studies (ex. up to 2023), demonstrating good temporal coverage. However, to further strengthen the discussion on technology integration and STEM approaches mentioned in the Conclusion and Discussion, consider adding recent, specific reviews or meta-analyses in these areas, such as Hillmayr et al. (2020). The potential of digital tools to enhance mathematics and science learning in secondary schools: A context-specific meta-analysis. Additionally, for deeper contextualization within the Lebanese educational landscape, seeking out very recent (2022-
2024) local policy analyses or empirical studies from Lebanese journals or the Centre for Educational Research and Development (CRDP) could be beneficial.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	Yes, the language and English quality of the article are entirely suitable for scholarly communication. The writing is formal, precise, and adheres to academic conventions, with clear structure, appropriate technical terminology, and complex sentences effectively conveying methodological and theoretical nuance. The prose is grammatically sound and
stylistically consistent, demonstrating a level of polish that meets the standards of peer-
	

	
	reviewed international journals in education and
	psychology.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	








Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?
	The manuscript demonstrates strong ethical considerations, as it explicitly states that participation required written parental/guardian permission, ensuring informed consent for minors. It also notes the exclusion of students with diagnosed learning or sensory impairments to maintain homogeneity in cognitive and educational factors, which is a methodological choice rather than an ethical violation. However, the manuscript does not explicitly mention approval from an Institutional Review Board (IRB) or ethics committee, which is a standard requirement for human subjects research; adding this detail would further strengthen its ethical transparency. No other significant ethical issues, such as data fabrication, plagiarism, or undisclosed conflicts of interest, are apparent.
	

	
Are there competing interest issues in this manuscript?
	None
	

	
If plagiarism is suspected, please provide related proofs or web links.
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	MARKS of this manuscript

	Give OVERALL MARKS you want to give to this manuscript ( Highest: 10 Lowest: 0 )

Guideline:
Accept As It Is: (>9-10) Minor Revision: (>8-9)
Major Revision: (>7-8)
Serious Major revision: (>5-7)
Rejected (with repairable deficiencies and may be reconsidered): (>3-5) Strongly rejected (with irreparable deficiencies.): (>0-3)
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