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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 a timely and relevant topic by examining the integration of knowledge graphs with a problem-driven teaching approach in advanced mathematics education. The study offers a structured instructional model supported by empirical findings that demonstrate its potential to enhance students’ structured knowledge development and higher-order thinking skills. The proposed approach may provide useful guidance for researchers and practitioners interested in data-informed and student-centered learning environments. Overall, the manuscript has the potential to contribute to ongoing research on educational technology and instructional design in higher education.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is clear, informative, and accurately reflects the scope and focus of the study. It successfully highlights the main variables, context, and pedagogical approach. Therefore, the title is suitable and does not require revision.
	

	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 provides a clear overview of the study’s purpose, methodology, and key findings. It effectively summarizes the research problem and highlights the contribution of the proposed teaching model. However, the abstract could be strengthened by briefly mentioning the research design (quasi-experimental), sample size, and duration of the intervention. Including these methodological details would make the abstract more informative and aligned with academic standards.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is generally scientifically sound and presents a coherent theoretical foundation supported by relevant literature. The research design, mixed-method approach, and statistical analyses are appropriate for the study’s aims. The interpretation of the findings is consistent with the presented data. Nevertheless, the methodology section could be expanded by providing more detailed information about the validity and reliability of the instruments used, as well as clearer explanations of data collection and analysis procedures.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references included in the manuscript are generally relevant and adequate, and the presence of several recent studies from 2025–2026 contributes positively to the manuscript’s relevance. The cited literature covers key areas such as knowledge graphs, problem-driven learning, mathematics education, artificial intelligence in education, and learning analytics. However, the literature review would benefit from further expansion by incorporating more recent and international studies, particularly those addressing higher-order thinking assessment and learning analytics, in order to broaden the geographical and theoretical scope and strengthen the study’s theoretical foundation and novelty. In addition, the reference list should be carefully reviewed to identify and remove any duplicate sources, and the bibliography section should be thoroughly checked to ensure that all information is supported by up-to-date references and that it fully complies with the journal’s formatting and writing guidelines.
	

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


	The manuscript is clear and easy to follow overall. The academic tone is appropriate, and the terminology is used consistently throughout the paper. However, a few minor grammatical and stylistic edits would help improve clarity and readability, especially in longer sentences and in the transitions between sections.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Overall, the study appears promising and relevant to the fields of educational technology and mathematics education. The integration of knowledge graphs with a problem-driven teaching approach is innovative and worthy of further exploration, and the study presents encouraging empirical findings. Nevertheless, the manuscript would benefit from a more detailed and transparent methodological explanation, clearer reporting of data collection instruments and research ethics procedures, and a stronger discussion of study limitations and generalizability. In addition, expanding the literature review, clarifying and refining the abstract, and improving the overall language quality would enhance the clarity, rigor, and readability of the paper. Addressing these points would significantly strengthen the manuscript and increase its potential to make a meaningful contribution to the literature.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	This study involves university students and collects data through tests, questionnaires, platform records, and interviews. However, the manuscript does not clearly mention ethical approval, informed consent, or how participant data were protected. The authors should add a clear statement confirming ethical approval and informed consent in line with standard research ethics for studies involving participants.
	

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

	If plagiarism is suspected, please provide related proofs or web links.
	There is no indication of plagiarism in the manuscript.
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	I declare that I have no competing interest as a reviewer.
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