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Smartphones and related mobile technologies have the potential to influence multiple cognitive
functions, yet empirical research on their cognitive effects remains limited, partly due to the rapid and ongoing evolution of these technologies. As smartphones become increasingly ubiquitous, their impact will extend beyond specific user groups and become a significant issue affecting the cognitive functioning of much of the global population.

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	The manuscript is written in clear and academically appropriate English. Terminology is used consistently, the argumentation is logical, and the writing conforms to conventions in psychology, education, and digital well-being research. Overall, the language quality is suitable for an international scholarly audience.
	

	Optional/General comments
	This manuscript addresses a timely and important issue in digital well-being research. The study is well designed, clearly written, and integrates quantitative and qualitative approaches effectively. The findings contribute meaningful insights into the cognitive and emotional mechanisms underlying smartphone notification use among university students. Overall, the manuscript is a valuable addition to the literature and suitable for publication with only minor revisions, if any.


Reviewer Comments and Suggestions


The manuscript addresses a timely and relevant topic; however, several editorial issues should be addressed to improve clarity and coherence.

First, the Literature Review section appears to be duplicated in its entirety, with the same structure, subheadings, and content repeated. This seems to be an editorial oversight rather than a conceptual problem. It is recommended that one complete version of the duplicated Literature Review be removed, retaining a single, streamlined section.

Second, there is noticeable textual and conceptual repetition between the Discussion and Conclusion sections. Key findings—particularly the emphasis on attention disruption and alert fatigue as primary mechanisms, and the limited role of notification frequency—are reiterated using very similar wording. While some overlap is expected, the Conclusion would benefit from a more synthesized, forward-looking focus rather than restating interpretations already discussed.

In addition, it is recommended that the authors include page numbers in the manuscript. Page numbering would facilitate the review process and allow reviewers to provide more precise, location-specific feedback.

Addressing these points will improve the manuscript’s readability, structural clarity, and
overall scholarly presentation.
	






















[bookmark: _GoBack]PART 2:

	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her
feedback here)

	
Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?
	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)

The study reports appropriate ethical approval procedures, informed consent, and participant confidentiality, and no ethical concerns are apparent.
	



Reviewer details:
Chue Ming,Shih, Nan Hua University, Taiwan


