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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.


	This manuscript addresses a timely and important issue in child development and education by exploring teachers’ perspectives on screen time management. It provides valuable insights into educators’ knowledge and practices in a digital age where technology use among children is rapidly increasing. The findings can inform policy development, teacher training, and future research aimed at promoting healthy screen use in schools. Overall, it makes a meaningful contribution to public health and educational research.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is suitable and relevant. It is clear with its aim and objective.
	

	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 clear and well-structured but slightly too detailed. It would benefit from condensing the background and results, emphasizing the research gap, key findings, and practical implications. Simplifying the methods section and shortening the conclusion would make it more concise and impactful.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound and follows appropriate research design, sampling, and analysis methods. The results are well-presented and supported by relevant literature. However, a few areas—such as clearer linkage between findings and existing evidence, refinement of statistical interpretations, and improved clarity in the discussion—would strengthen its overall scientific accuracy and coherence.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are adequate and include several recent and relevant sources.
	

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


	The language is generally clear and appropriate for scholarly communication, though minor grammatical and structural edits would improve readability and flow.
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