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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 research paper is important because it studies how too much screen use can affect children’s and young adults’ eye health. It demonstrations a clear relationship between screen time and problems like heterophoria and poor eye coordination. The results will support doctors, parents, and teachers recognize the risks and take early steps to protect vision. This research adds valuable information for preventing eye problems in the modern digital world.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	I suppose this research is strictly about strabismic anomalies in children and young adults due to excessive screen exposure. I personally feel it would be better use “impact of excessive screen exposure on strabismic anomalies in children and young adults” as the title.
	

	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.


	Abstract is well structured and included every important part of the research paper. but I supposed to put everything into one paragraph as one whole abstract.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	This manuscript looks scientifically complete in terms of topic relevance, research design, and analysis.it addressed the current significant problem sound clinically.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are normally sufficient, but some are quite old. It would be better to replace or support these with more recent research studies, especially from the last five years.                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                               
	

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


	       Overall English language quality is good enough for scholarly use.
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	This manuscript can be accepted with minor revision.
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