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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 offers insightful information about evaluating young children's colour preferences, a subject with important ramifications for the domains of education, design, and child development. The study contributes to our understanding of how youngsters respond to colour stimuli by contrasting conventional subjective approaches with an inventive objective strategy that uses eye tracking. The results highlight eye tracking's potential as a trustworthy method for preference research, opening the door to more successful design approaches catered to the emotional and perceptual requirements of kids. This work also encourages future research to examine other aspects of colour perception by highlighting the need to improve methodology in child studies.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes. The study's objectives and methods are generally well-expressed in the title, which makes it suitable for the scientific community.


	

	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 is generally comprehensive, summarizing the study's objectives, methodology, key findings, and implications. However, it could benefit from a more explicit mention of the statistical methods used to evaluate the results, as this would provide clarity on the rigor of the analysis. Additionally, including a brief statement on the significance of the findings in the context of existing literature could enhance the relevance of the study. Lastly, a mention of potential limitations or future research directions would offer a more rounded perspective. Overall, these additions would strengthen the abstract by providing a clearer picture of the study's contributions to the field. But include methodology, if possible, such as research design used, tools used to collect data, data analysis tools and recommendations.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes. The manuscript appears to be scientifically correct, as it employs appropriate methodologies, such as eye tracking and the 2-AFC method, to assess colour preferences in young children and provides a thorough analysis of the results. Additionally, the references to existing literature and statistical analyses support its findings, enhancing its credibility within the field.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes. But some are too old and needs to be changed such as 1926, 1969, 1941, 1991, 2012, 2004, 2010, 2003, 2001, 2013, 2005, 1959, 2006, 1987, 1960, 2007, 1917. They need to be changed.
	

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


	Yes. The language and English quality of the article are generally suitable for scholarly communication, as it employs clear and precise terminology appropriate for an academic audience. However, minor grammatical errors and occasional awkward phrasing could be refined to enhance readability and overall professionalism.
	

	Optional/General comments


	All things considered, the manuscript makes a significant contribution to our knowledge of young children's colour preferences while emphasizing the usefulness of eye tracking as a research technique. Its impact and clarity could be further increased by fixing small linguistic errors and giving the findings further context.
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