
 

Review Form 1.6 

Created by: EA               Checked by: ME                                             Approved by: CEO     Version: 1.6 (10-04-2018)  

 
Journal Name: Asian Journal of Education and Social Studies  
Manuscript Number: Ms_AJESS_94480 
Title of the Manuscript:  

Research on Mathematics Extracurricular Activities in Middle Schools in China 

Type of the Article Minireview Article 
 
General guideline for Peer Review process:  
 
This journal’s peer review policy states that NO manuscript should be rejected only on the basis of ‘lack of Novelty’, provided the manuscript is scientifically robust and technically sound. 
To know the complete guideline for Peer Review process, reviewers are requested to visit this link: 
 
(https://www.journalajess.com/index.php/AJESS/editorial-policy ) 

 
PART  1: Review Comments 
 
 Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and 

highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write 
his/her feedback here) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
1. In the abstract, please add an explanation regarding the time span of the literature used (eg between 

2010 and 2022).  
2. In the abstract, please add an explanation regarding the amount of literature used, data collection, and 

data analysis (eg interactive model, descriptive analysis, etc.) 
3. In the introduction, please add an explanation regarding the GAP analysis so that you can see the 

difference from other similar publications. 
4. In data sources, please add an explanation regarding the time range and limitations of literature search 

sources. Are there other characteristics in searching data? 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
1. please describe the literature chart used, for example using the PRISMA chart. (in methods) 
2. please add types and approaches (e.g. systematic literature review), as well as the analysis used (e.g. 

descriptive analysis or Miles & Huberman interactive model) 
3. please add a picture of the research procedure. 
4. the conclusion is not made per paragraph 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
in general the article is good, coherent, and interesting. 
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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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