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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.


	With insightful information on behavioral changes in young children association to screen time. And shows relationships with parents, siblings, and friends, social media presence, athletic involvement, health, and academic achievement. The behavioral shifts linked to extended screen usage imply that it has a negative effect on students' general wellbeing and interpersonal connections.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Certainly, but it must be adjusted. Currently, the title is ambiguous and should be changed to better reflect the article's goal or specific issue in relation to the behavioral changes of children to screen time. however, it has to be corrected to include the kinds of behavioral changes and screen time. The author should at least specify the area of study.


	

	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 gives a fair understanding of the study and setting. However, it could be altered to include certain missing essential points:

i. The abstract's introduction needs improvement. The author must describe the type of behavioral changes to screen time, impacts, and adaptive response in a minimum of three to four lines. 

ii. The author should mention at least 1-2 sentences the meaning of screen time and the purpose of the study.

iii. The abstract is not properly framed. It should include a summary of the approach methodology and reviews/findings, which are now absent and missing in the abstract. Data collection tools, design, sample, target and analysis tools are missing.

iv. Clarify Objectives and Findings: Although the abstract is missing the purpose of researching is not discussed or linked to the study's goal, which should be improved.

v. Emphasize Significance: The abstract should highlight the study's importance and of the study. A statement describing how the findings will help improve behavioral changes of victims of screen time and the implementation of the policies by mentioning them.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is conducted in a way that it follows standard protocols of research that is why it is fair to say that it is scientifically correct. However, there are some points that needs to be clarified to enhance the clarity and accuracy of the manuscript. 

The introduction part is fairly done but, in the conclusion, the author should enhance by adding more emerging issues like stress on drugs and AI which will be effective.

The methodology is poorly done; research approaches, data collection tools, sampling method, target, sample size and data analysis, should follow that steps be included in the methodology and discussed how the procedure is followed during conducting research.

The recommendations from the discussed chapter are important if to be included in this article so as to create further gap on research solutions and way forward
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes. The references recent which is good for any manuscript. However, some sentences lack citations and references. The author should cite the sentences which are missing in the document.
	

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


	The manuscript language is generally quality and comprehensible, well-structured and follows an academic tone, making it suitable for scholarly communication. For greater comprehension and clarity, there are, however, some instances of repetitive phrase patterns, weird phrases and grammatical weaknesses that might be corrected. Some sentences can be hard to understand because they are long and complicated. Additionally, to improve the logical flow of arguments, transitions between ideas could be easier to understand.


	

	Optional/General comments


	The article is well done and written if corrected as mentioned above for academic field efficacy.
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	Reviewer’s comment
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

The author should provide any ethical procedure followed if the study involved other individuals to their rights of interest.
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