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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 has provided useful data from Lebanese schools which is usually under-represented in international research. The large sample size strengthens the reliability of the findings. The manuscript addressed a pertinent issue in Mathematics education in Lebanon, which is students’ perception and difficulty and motivation during the transition to middle school. The study has contributed to understanding on how motivation influence learning experiences in Mathematics.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title clearly reflects the topic, study area and main variables in the study. Hence, the title is suitable. If avoiding a rider in the topic is necessary, it could be changed to “Motivational Factors Influencing Perceived Difficulty in Mathematics among Lebanese Middle School Students” 
	

	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 comprehensive. It includes the aim, method sample analysis, results and conclusion. However, the abstract could be improved by reducing minor repetition, adding one sentence on the practical implication/application in the classroom.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	It is scientifically sound generally. The methods and analyses are appropriate for the research questions. However, some aspects need attention:
· Reduce the length of the introduction by breaking long sentences and merging overlapping paragraphs. 

· Empowerment was removed due to low reliability, but this weakens the full use of the MUSIC model. You can explain why the reliablity was low, discuss the limitations of excluding Empowerment, and possibly suggest how the construct could be improved.
· Some regression and correlation results are repeated in different sections.
·  Figures are referenced, but not always clearly explained.
· Some statistical interpretations rely heavily on significance without enough discussion of practical meaning.
· Table 1 used “ICC” instead of “Cronbach’s α”. Please review.

	

	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. Many recent sources (2020–2023) are included.
	

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


	The language is understandable but needs improvement on the following:
· Long and complex sentences.

· Repetition of ideas.

· Minor grammatical errors.

· Inconsistent capitalization.

For instance, throughout the Manuscript, several sentences in the Introduction and Discussion are too long and unclear.


	

	Optional/General comments


	This study is well-designed and has strong potential for publication. The sample size and analytical methods are obvious strengths in the study. However, the manuscript is too long in some sections and needs better focus. The authors should reduce repetition, improve language quality, clarify ethical issues, and strengthen practical implications for teachers. With these revisions, the manuscript can make a meaningful contribution to mathematics education research.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)

No major ethical issues were observed.

However:

· Ethical approval is not clearly stated.

· Consent procedures are briefly mentioned but not detailed.


	

	Are there competing interest issues in this manuscript?
	No competing interest issues are identified.
	

	If plagiarism is suspected, please provide related proofs or web links.
	No clear evidence of plagiarism is found.
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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”


	PART  4: Objective Evaluation:



	Guideline
	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)
	7.5


	Editorial Comments (This section is reserved for the comments from journal editorial office and editors):



	
	Author’s Feedback

	
	


Reviewer Details:
This section is mandatory to prepare the Reviewer Certificate. 

Please complete this section carefully. Reviewer Certificate will be generated by using this information only. 

Your Certificate will be wrong, if you provide incorrect information. 

Please note modification of certificate will not be possible after generation. 

Certificate will not be issued if incomplete information is provided.

	Name of the Reviewer
	Uzuegbu, Samuel Ogbonna (Ph.D)

	Department of Reviewer
	Science Education (Mathematics)

	University or Institution of Reviewer
	Michael Okpara University of Agriculture, Umudike

	Country of Reviewer
	Nigeria

	Position: (Professor/lecturer, etc.) of Reviewer
	Assistant Lecturer

	Email ID of Reviewer
	Sogbonna38@gmail.com
sogbonna38@gmail.com

	WhatsApp Number of Reviewer (Optional)
	+2347038897899

	Write 5-8 Keywords regarding expertise of Reviewer
	Geometry, Cooperative Learning, Cubing, Mathematics, Science Education


Created by: DR
              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM
   
Version: 3 (07-07-2024)

