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Reviewer’'s comment

Compulsory REVISION comments
1. No. This article is not considered relevant for the scientific community due to the

1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community?
(Please write few sentences on this manuscript)

2. lIs thettitle of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

limited scope and approach presented. In fact, it only proposes textbooks and their
simplification as an alternative for learning mathematics at the level considered.
No. Textbooks and their use by mathematics master's students.

Yes. Although the abstract is understandable, the scope of the entire work is limited.

Yes. The structure of the article corresponds to what is presented in the abstract,

although it does not add value to the scientific community, as has already been

3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? commented.
5. No, for the reasons mentioned.
4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate? 6. The references are current and refer to very valuable topics, however, it should be

noted that the APA regulations are not used. Additionally, throughout the text the

references included in the bibliography are not mentioned.
Learning in any area of knowledge is based on mechanisms that each learner determines or
develops according to their learning style and their previous experiences in similar contexts.
Pretending that the only means to achieve significant learning in mathematics is a textbook is
extremely limited. Even more so when, thanks to technology, the great diversity of spaces,
mechanisms and means to offer information and knowledge is enormous. This article concentrates
the focus for learning in mathematics solely and exclusively on textbooks, which is totally
disconnected from the current reality of students and their learning. Additionally, in the article
affirmations related to the quality and behavior of the teachers are exposed, only taking the opinion
of the students.

5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct?

6. Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestion of
additional references, please mention in the review form.
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additional suggestions/comments)
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1. Islanguage/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly No.
communications?
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