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	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.


	The use of cell phones, tablets, and computers has dominated the daily lives of individuals worldwide, across different age groups, and at increasingly younger ages. Eye disorders due to the overuse of these devices are appearing earlier and earlier. This article is of fundamental importance in alerting healthcare professionals to this, we might call it, "epidemic" of visual impairments. We know that more in-depth studies are needed, but this review is the gateway to many others and an important contribution to the scientific community.
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	Yes, the title is appropriate for the development of the work as a whole, clearly outlining the methodology used.
	

	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 article summary is concise and clear, requiring no adjustments; in fact, it fulfills its purpose of making the reader interested in reading the material.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is correct in what it proposes, with a well-designed and executed methodology, clearly outlining the inclusion and exclusion criteria for the articles, with a good presentation and a solid discussion and conclusion.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, for the purposes of this article, I consider 26 references to be a consistent number.
	

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


	With all the translation resources we have today, the language was clear, academic, and quite precise, offering no reading difficulties.
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	I want to congratulate the author on the choice of title and the work developed. We increasingly need practical-level research that is truly useful in clinical practice, and this article clearly demonstrates that. Its publication not only enriches the scientific community but also benefits healthcare professionals and patients, especially those working with evidence-based practice.
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