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	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.


	This manuscript tackles an important problem in math education: how math anxiety affects students. Math is a key subject for learning logic and making decisions, but many students find it stressful. When math anxiety is high, it can hurt their performance, interest, and confidence.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title clearly states the topic but is too broad. It would be more informative if it included the study's specific focus.
	

	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 well-structured but contains critical errors. It claims significant differences for gender, locality, and medium of instruction, but the results show these were not significant. The abstract must be corrected to accurately report only the one significant finding (school type) and should clearly state which comparisons were not significant.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The sampling method is reasonable and the sample size is adequate. However, the report lacks key details: the geographic location of the schools is not specified, and the math anxiety scale is not properly cited or supported with reliability data from this study. These details are needed to assess the study's quality.
	

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

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


	 Suitable
	

	Optional/General comments


	The introductory paragraph lacks supporting references to establish a strong theoretical foundation. There is also inconsistency in the research design, as five objectives are stated but only four hypotheses are formulated. The sampling procedure is insufficiently described; the study does not clearly specify the geographical location, sampling frame, or the method used to select schools and participants. Regarding instrumentation, it is unclear whether the Mathematics Anxiety Scale was adopted or adapted, and no psychometric evidence (e.g., reliability coefficients, CFA or EFA validation) is reported. Given the multiple grouping variables, the use of separate t-tests instead of a factorial ANOVA limits analytical rigor. Furthermore, the implications and recommendations are not adequately linked to the reviewed literature, weakening the theoretical contribution. Finally, the manuscript does not include a limitations section, which is essential for research transparency.
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