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	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.


	The approach of this article is of vital importance since, nowadays, student behavior is highly variable, especially in secondary school. Due to hormonal changes, family and emotional problems, and environmental influences, students can exhibit hostile behaviors that violate good morals and classroom norms. This is a factor that interferes with their academic development and the establishment of social relationships, both with classmates and with teachers, administrators, and even with their families. This is one of the most studied variables in primary, secondary, and even university education in many countries around the world. This study establishes a correlational analysis of the self-regulation of male and female students, expressing that those students with greater behavioral adjustment tend to have better grades or academic results, and this information holds significant value.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is appropriate, clear, and precise. It fits well within the word count suggested or established by journals, which range from 15 to 20 words, while the title of this article has 14 words.
	

	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 appears somewhat disorganized, meaning the information is scattered. I suggest organizing it as follows:

1. A brief introduction, addressing the topic in a general manner, of no more than two lines.

2. Presentation of the general objective.

3. Presentation of the methodology (Type of research, Research approach, Scope of research, Research design, Data collection technique, Data collection instrument, Population, and Sample).

4. Presentation of the results.

5. Presentation of the conclusions.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The presence of some scientific errors is noted.

1. The introduction begins with a cultural, rather than scientific, quotation. That is, it is not a quotation taken from any article, thesis, book, etc., but rather, the quotation belongs to the cultural environment and could be placed in the margin of the article as a motivation.

2. The introduction lacks quotations to support what is proposed there.

3. A general objective is not presented, and instead, eight specific objectives are presented. These, in my opinion, are too many objectives. I say this because the discussion is established with these objectives and the variables that emanate from them, and this is not the case here. The conclusions must respond to these objectives, and this is not observed here.

In any case, if the eight objectives respond to hypotheses, the discussion should be based on the results and these hypotheses.

4. The methodology section is dispersed and should be organized so that it can be interpreted clearly and precisely.

5-Here, the conclusion and discussion are presented together, and these are two distinct sections. The discussion should include citations from authors who agree with the results and hypotheses, and the conclusions should summarize the most important points and include the most relevant findings, as well as their impact.

6- Suggestions should be placed at the end, after the conclusions, since it is from these conclusions that the strengths, opportunities, weaknesses, or threats that emerged from the research will be identified, and this is where the suggestions come into play.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	It should be noted that there are unsupported sections, that is, those without citations. Furthermore, citations should conveniently be no more than five years old, and here, very old citations, especially, should be unjustified.
	

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


	The technical language used in this manuscript is appropriate for the academic language required in a research setting. The language used is appropriate, and at no point is there any foul or hostile language, but rather adheres to universal scientific guidelines.
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