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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 
1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community? 
      (Please write few sentences on this manuscript) 
 
2. Is the title of the article suitable? 

(If not please suggest an alternative title) 
 

3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? 
 
4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate? 

 
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. 
 
(Apart from above mentioned 6 points, reviewers are free to provide 
additional suggestions/comments) 
 

This study aimed to investigate and address ninth-grade students' misconceptions in 
learning linear equations using a three-tier diagnostic test. The research design followed an 
explanatory sequential mixed approach, where quantitative data was initially collected, 
analyzed, and used to inform a more in-depth qualitative analysis.  
The study concludes that teachers can effectively identify and address cognitive conflicts in 
students, increasing the likelihood of conceptual change. Furthermore, teachers can 
facilitate meaningful mathematics learning experiences and support students in engaging 
with the subject. 
 
However, the following remarks have to be made: 
The study was conducted on 29 subjects and it is not balanced between genders. 
The number of subject is too small in order for the study to be conclusive. 
 
What was the questionnaire? If the questions are the one presented in subchapter 1.3.1? 
What are the questions presented to sampled subject afterwards? 
If the questionnaire has open responses, how the authors normalized them? For the case of 
multiple choices, it is simple. 
 
Table 1 and Table 4 are identical. Please refer to one of them. 
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