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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. The manuscript should be sent to proofread as the sentences is not well 
structured and many grammatically mistake. 
 
2. The title reflects the importance of mobile learning system. Author mentioned the 
system were used in 4 meetings, but no discussion were made on the system. 
Author  should explain (at least) what are the mathematics topics learned and how 
the system works. 
 
3.Table 1 shows that 5 questions were asked – to test on the student’s mathematical 
reasoning ability. However, the type of questions were not mentioned. Author may 
include the test questions in the manuscript. No prove of research done. 
 
4. Conclusion state the results of the test which has been represent in the Result 
section. No explanation on the importance of the research rather than just give an 
information of students mathematical reasoning ability. It is good if authors can 
include future works that can be done.  
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As above 
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As above 
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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) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

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