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	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 paper addresses a key area in mathematics education by assessing technology-based tools aimed at improved student outcomes in trigonometry. The use of ICT tools, such as Interactive PowerPoint, may enhance lessons making them more engaging and interactive which has a good fit within today's digital learning context. The study adds to the research on technology mediated learning, and centers on practical findings teachers and policy makers could address or consider in settings that suffer from traditional classroom methods. If some of the inconsistencies and methodologically lapses can be addressed, this work would offer reasonable substance for teacher development around improving changes in practice or student mathematics achievement and attainment.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title of the research paper "Effect of Interactive-Power-Point Instruction on performance in Trigonometry among Senior Secondary School Students in Katsina State, Nigeria," is clear, concise, and informative. It is accurately relevant to the main focus of the research to look into the effect of Interactive PowerPoint in improving the performance of senior high school students, making it easy to understand within the scope of the study. However, the phrase used in the title, which is "Interactive-Power-Point” could be simplified into "Interactive PowerPoint", which is more specific and will ensure the target audience knows the context immediately. Moreover, the title emphasizes "Interactive-Power-Point", but as the readers go deeper into the research discussion, the focus has been heavily shifted into "Linear PowerPoint", which creates inconsistency in the study that needs to be resolved for coherence.
	

	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 of the study presents and summarizes the main purpose, methodologies, results, limitations, and recommendations of the study in a logical sequence and it even mention the test of validity and reliability of the instrument which was use in the study together with the significance level making it more credible. Despite it, the effect size could have been provided also in order to provide the real effect of the students who were taught with the Interactive PowerPoint and those who were taught traditionally which will add up to the practical implications beyond recommending adoption.  It also lacks effect size and practical implications beyond recommending adoption. Also, in order to have a more structured and concise abstract of the study, a clear flow of discussion from background to method, results, and conclusion should be followed.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The research topic is very timely and relevant because it utilizes a suitable quasi-experiment design and has clearly stated the objectives and hypotheses. It describes a reliability measure and uses t-tests appropriately which indicates a solid effort scientifically. On the other hand, the study lacks details does needing to provide the duration of the treatment, the actual instructional content, and the referencing effect size to show the effectiveness of the treatment. Likewise, the discussion of gender differences also mistakenly contradicts the reported p-value. Adding of details and proper consistency will further enhance the scientific merit of the research study.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The research has numerous up-to-date references in the range of 2022-2024 and is rich in ICT-related literature and studies, which is strong. However, some of the references cited (e.g., Garth, Poole, Jackson & Randall) in the reference list are incomplete, and APA 7th style edition formatting is encouraged to be used in making citation adjustments. More foundational texts like Mayer’s Multimedia Learning (2021), Clark & Mayer’s E-Learning and the Science of Instruction (2016) etc., would strengthen the theoretical foundation of the study.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?


	The research study is very clear and demonstrates proper usage of English language of every technical term. However, the language requires some fine-tuning for scholarly voice. Phrases such as "launch a war against non-digital technology" have excessive emotion, and some sentences are long and repetitive. Simplifying some language, avoiding informal phrasing, and maintaining terminology consistency will improve the reports professionalism.
	

	Optional/General comments


	This topic is timely and important, given that the integration of ICT continues to come to the forefront in improving mathematics education. The research was well designed, and the statistical analysis is appropriate, and the results will be useful to practitioners within the field. However, the intervention used in the study needs to be clarified whether it is "Interactive PowerPoint" or "Linear PowerPoint", present the effect size, and discuss limitations used in the study. It would also be helpful to align recommendations based on the focus of the study. Simply adding a section including suggestions for future research would be helpful.
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