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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 significantly contributes to the scientific community by offering substantial, culturally contextualised evidence regarding the correlation between social media usage and body image concerns among young women in a non-Western context. The utilisation of standardised scales and a distinct correlational strategy enhance the validity of findings that both accord with and expand objectification theory beyond Western populations. The study highlights the critical necessity for media literacy and psycho-educational treatments, providing a significant basis for researchers, therapists, and policymakers seeking to mitigate the psychological effects of social media in increasingly digitised society.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title of the article is highly suitable and effective for the content of the manuscript.
	

	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 is comprehensive in that it covers the essential elements of the study: the research problem, methods, key findings, and interpretation. However, it could be slightly enhanced to provide a more complete snapshot for the reader.

Areas for Addition:

· Methodological Specificity: It mentions "standardized self-report questionnaires" but does not name the specific scales used (e.g., Bergen Social Networking Addiction Scale, Objectified Body Consciousness Scale). Including these adds credibility.
· Key Result Metrics: It states a "positive relationship" but omits the strength of the correlations found (e.g., "strong, positive correlations ranging from r = .70 to .86"). Including the strength of these relationships is a powerful summary of the results.
· Sample Context: Adding a brief note that the sample consisted of university students would provide better context.

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Based on a thorough review of the provided manuscript, it can be assessed as scientifically correct in its fundamental approach and reporting.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, it looks sufficient and recent.
	

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


	Yes, it looks good to me.
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