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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.


	This manuscript addresses a highly significant and emerging public health crisis in Brazil - the rapid expansion of online sports betting and its psychiatric consequences. The research is particularly important given the alarming statistics presented, including a 15-fold increase in suicide risk among gamblers and the involvement of approximately 30% of young Brazilians in online betting. The study provides valuable insights into the intersection of digital technology, gambling behavior, and mental health outcomes in a developing country context. Given the global trend toward legalization of online gambling, this research offers crucial evidence that can inform public health policies and clinical practice not only in Brazil but internationally.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	Yes, the title is appropriate and clearly reflects the manuscript's focus on sports betting expansion in Brazil and its psychiatric health impacts. It is specific, informative, and accurately represents the content.
	

	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 adequately summarizes the main points but could be improved by including specific methodology details about the literature review approach. I recommend adding information about the systematic search strategy and the number of sources reviewed. Additionally, the abstract should specify the timeframe of the analysis and mention the treatment approaches discussed in the manuscript.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The abstract adequately summarizes the main points but could be improved by including specific methodology details about the literature review approach. I recommend adding information about the systematic search strategy and the number of sources reviewed. Additionally, the abstract should specify the timeframe of the analysis and mention the treatment approaches discussed in the manuscript.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references include a mix of recent and relevant sources, but there is an overreliance on news articles and websites rather than peer-reviewed scientific literature. I recommend incorporating more recent systematic reviews and meta-analyses on gambling disorder. Several statistical claims in the text lack proper citations to primary sources. The reference formatting is inconsistent and needs standardization according to journal guidelines.
	

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


	The English quality is generally acceptable but requires minor editing for grammatical errors and awkward phrasing. There are some technical terminology inconsistencies (e.g., "bets" vs "betting") that should be standardized. The writing style is appropriate for academic publication but would benefit from professional editing to improve clarity and flow.
	

	Optional/General comments


	· Literature Review Section: Establish a dedicated literature review section separate from methodology, as the current structure mixes background information with methodological descriptions, making it difficult to distinguish between established knowledge and the authors' approach. 

· Data Sources Summary Table: Add a comprehensive summary table of data sources including sample sizes, methodologies, and key findings, as the current descriptive format is not easily readable and makes comparison between studies challenging. 

· Systematic Methodology with Workflow: Describe a systematic approach in methodology and include a figure illustrating the overall workflow, including search strategy, databases used, inclusion/exclusion criteria, and article selection process. 

· Content Organization: The Results and Discussion section contains content that should be in the Literature Review section. I recommend careful reorganization to distinguish between established knowledge, new findings, and interpretations. 

· Data Visualization: Include statistics and data visualizations of the presented data through charts, graphs, or infographics showing betting growth trends, demographic breakdowns, and mental health outcomes. 

· Future Research Directions: Add a section on future work dimensions to guide further research, including specific research gaps, methodological improvements, and areas needing additional investigation. 

· Technical Corrections: Address formatting issues such as section numbering errors (section 6 should be 4.6) and other typographical mistakes.
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