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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 
 

 
The author(s) shows some understanding of the title and the study. However, there are some 
concerns about this manuscript; the author(s) should address the following: 

1. The background did not adequately address the three research questions. For 
instance, achiever level and level of schools were missing in the background. 

2. It will help if you rewrite this section. You need to understand and write a statement of 

the problem in the following ways: 

                First, what is the correct gender difference in mathematics should be globally and in 

your 

                Location? Second, what is the current situation (problems) with recent citations 

(gender     

                gap in math academic performance)? 

                Third, how to solve the problem, which your present study is aimed at through your 

title   should be stated 

3. The literature review section did not review critical keywords in the research 

questions, for instance, achiever level, school level and academic performance in 

mathematics. 

4. The result and discussion section are weak and need to be reviewed. 

 

 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
 
Most cited papers were not recent. 
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PART  2:  
 

 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) 
 
Yes! How the author(s) got the participants consent is not stated 
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