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PART 1: Comments

	
	Reviewer’s comment
Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer  review.
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this manuscript for the scientific community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.
	This manuscript examines the use of PowerPoint-based instructions to improve student performance in trigonometry. This topic is relevant because many schools in Nigeria are still exploring how digital tools can support mathematics learning (for example, a study in the Sokoto Metropolis region of Nigeria shows that the majority of mathematics teachers do not use PowerPoint for mathematics learning, and other research examining the use of ICT in the context of primary or secondary schools in Nigeria points to constraints in infrastructure, teacher readiness, and the availability of digital devices). This study provides additional evidence on whether technology-supported teaching can yield better results than traditional methods. These results can be useful for teachers, school leaders, and policymakers who aim to improve
the quality of mathematics teaching.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	In my opinion, it is not entirely accurate because the manuscript states that it uses “Interactive PowerPoint (IPP)”, but the results and discussion actually use “Linear PowerPoint”, not Interactive. In addition, the research instruments and procedures do not explain how students interact independently with the slides (hyperlink features, branches, triggers, etc.). The author is inconsistent in the use of terminology.
Suggested title: Effect of PowerPoint-Based Instruction on Students’ Performance in Trigonometry in Katsina State, Nigeria
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some points in this section? Please write your suggestions here.
	The abstract covers the purpose, design, sample, instrument, and major findings of the study but is not entirely comprehensive. Important details about how PowerPoint was used are not included, and there is inconsistency between the abstract and the main text regarding whether the instructions used were “Interactive” or “Linear” PowerPoint. The reported reliability value (0.83) also differs from the value
listed in the methodology section. I suggest adding a brief description of the intervention, explaining the type of PowerPoint used, and ensuring consistency in the reported data.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically oriented and addresses an important instructional issue; however, several aspects require clarification to ensure full scientific correctness. The type of PowerPoint used is not consistently described (Interactive vs. Linear), and the intervention procedure lacks sufficient detail to allow replication. Key methodological elements, such as pretest, posttest structure, duration of treatment, and group equivalence, are not clearly presented. There is also inconsistency in the reported reliability values and one misinterpretation in the gender-related hypothesis. These issues need to be addressed to
strengthen the scientific rigor of the study.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention
them in the review form.
	Yes, it is sufficient. However, it would be more useful if there were more recent and relevant international research related to the title.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	Yes, it's pretty good. Maybe it needs proofreading so that it is of higher quality.
	

	Optional/General comments
	Based on the overall clarity, methodological adequacy, consistency, and language quality observed throughout the manuscript, the paper requires major revision before it can be considered for publication
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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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