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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 article is contextualised in Filipino academic – teaching circumstances which is highly useful for the teaching community in that context. Teachers- Curriculum- Government are tertiary beneficiaries of this research directly and Students are involved indirectly. Use of technology for teaching curricula is a field in which research gap is present which is to some extent filled by this excellent piece of research.
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	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.

	Yes, The abstract of the article is comprehensive, however it could be brief.
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	Manuscript is lacking clear research question and objective but it is evident from the title so if the writer want to incorporate these two points it will be better.
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	References are sufficient and are arranged alphabetically as per research ethics and prevalent techniques.
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	Language of the article is grammatically correct and suitable for academic readership.
	

	Optional/General comments

	A good piece of research. Though it is contextualized in filipino context, it could be useful worldwide. Parts of the article are well aligned. Explanations are adequate. Mixed method used as methodology is well selected. Filipino teachers can practice Power point more frequently after this discussion.
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