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	Reviewer’s comment
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	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 contributes valuable empirical evidence on the effectiveness of interactive whiteboard (IWB) integration in enhancing students’ achievement and attitudes in Developmental Psychology, a field where abstract concepts often hinder student engagement. By using a quasi-experimental design in an authentic university setting, it provides context-specific insights that are particularly relevant for higher education systems in developing countries. The study also extends existing literature by examining gender differences in technology-enhanced learning environments, offering important implications for inclusive pedagogical practice. Overall, the findings support global efforts to strengthen technology-driven, learner-centered instruction and inform policy, curriculum development, and teacher training initiatives.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	It can be improved like “Technology-Enhanced Learning: Evaluating Interactive Whiteboards in Developmental Psychology Instruction”
	

	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.


	Overall, the abstract is informative and covers the major components of a good scholarly abstract—background, purpose, methodology, sample size, instruments, key findings, and recommendations. It gives readers a clear idea of what the study investigated and what was found.

However, the abstract is slightly long, includes institution-specific details that may not be necessary, and has some inconsistencies, especially related to the attitudinal results. It could be more concise and aligned better with the findings presented in the results section.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Overall, the manuscript is scientifically sound in terms of structure, theoretical grounding, and methodological orientation.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Overall, the reference list is adequate but not fully up-to-date. It includes a mix of classic and contemporary studies related to interactive whiteboards (IWB), instructional technology, and student learning outcomes. Some very relevant works from 2011–2015 are included, and there are a few recent additions (e.g., 2024), which shows an attempt to keep the literature current.

However, the majority of the references are 10–12 years old, and the field of educational technology has evolved substantially since then. Modern research now includes studies on digital pedagogy, active learning technologies, cognitive load in multimedia learning, and technology adoption models, which are not represented in your list. Therefore, the reference list is acceptable but could be strengthened to meet the expectations of high-quality journals.


	

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


	Overall, the manuscript demonstrates basic clarity, but the language does not fully meet the standards of high-quality scholarly writing. While most sentences are understandable, the manuscript would benefit from significant editing to improve precision, academic tone, grammar, and coherence.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

Overall, the manuscript does not present any major ethical violations, but there are some important omissions that should be addressed to meet standard research ethics requirements in scholarly publications.
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