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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment


	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.


	Having emphasised an investigation into cognitive abilities and their influence on mathematical proficiency among higher secondary school students, this paper greatly benefits the scientific community. It revealed that mathematical proficiency is not solely dependent on rote learning or instructional practices but is strongly associated with students’ cognitive development. Emphasising the need of include cognitive abilities through appropriate teaching strategies, activity-based learning, and problem-centred instruction can contribute substantially to improved mathematics achievement at the higher secondary level. Therefore, educators and curriculum planners should integrate cognitive skill-enhancing activities into mathematics instruction to foster deeper understanding and long-term academic success. This study closes a significant gap in the literature and lays the groundwork for future research on the cognitive abilities of teaching and learning of students among higher secondary school students.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is suitable with a little modification by adding the location and make students as “students”.

Or

Suggest the title should be “INVESTIGATING THE EFFECT OF COGNITIVE ABILITIES ON STUDENTS' MATHEMATICAL PROFICIENCY AMONG HIGHER SECONDARY SCHOOL STUDENTS (Add the location)”
	

	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 needs critical review as the author (s) only showed the study gap. The abstract should include the following to ensure the aim of the study, sampling technique, samples size, population, summary of statistical analysis tool, statistical value (s) obtained respect to the objectives of the study and findings of the study. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	To large extent, the manuscript is correct based on the results and the aim of the author (s). 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Most of the references are too old.

Recent literature should be included to ensure up-to-date literature.

All citations have been referenced accordingly.

DOIs should be added to journals
Some of the ideas, statements, and paragraphs were not acknowledged. Therefore, they must be reviewed, provide the appropriate source (s) citations and references.   

Second look at the indentation of the references. Suggest that use the short name (s) to guide the indentation. 

References are not in 7th APA style format.


	

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


	The language is suitable for scholarly communications
	

	Optional/General comments


	Under the empirical review, literature reviews should be aligned with the research objectives to ensure robust and scholarly work is done.

Explain the relationship between/among the variables
Author (s) should ensure all citations and references follow a consistent format (Example, 7th APA style).

Minor grammatical errors and typographical issues should be corrected. 

Provide the findings of the study
The author (s) should summarise the literature review and state clearly how they are related to the study and gaps filled in the study.

Author(s) should clearly define and present the statement of the problem, and narrow it to their geographical context. Also, the statement of the problem is too scanty. The gap should be clearly stated
Research Approach should be provided. (E.g; quantitative methods approach)

Clearly state the statistical tool (s) used to analyse each hypothesis and how it was done, under the Data Analysis.

Discussion of Results should match the research objectives/questions accordingly. 

Tables are well formatted in APA STYLE.

 Conclusion and Recommendation should be separated
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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