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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 manuscript addresses an important and enduring question in developmental psychology and behavioral genetics by examining the relative contributions of genetic and environmental factors to fluid intelligence during early childhood. By employing a twin-study design combined with an early home-based intervention, the study provides valuable empirical evidence on how environmental enrichment can modulate cognitive development even in the presence of substantial genetic influence. The findings contribute to the growing literature on gene–environment interplay and highlight the practical implications of early interventions for enhancing cognitive outcomes. Overall, the study is relevant for researchers, educators, and policymakers interested in early childhood development, intelligence research, and intervention strategies.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is generally suitable as it clearly reflects the focus on twin studies, genetic and environmental influences, and fluid intelligence during early childhood. However, the title could be slightly refined for clarity and conciseness.

AN INTERVENTION TWIN STUDY ON GENETIC AND ENVIRONMENTAL CONTRIBUTIONS TO FLUID INTELLIGENCE IN EARLY CHILDHOOD
	

	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 largely comprehensive and appropriately summarizes the objectives, methodology, key findings, and conclusions of the study. It clearly reports the role of genetic and environmental factors and highlights the impact of the intervention. However, the abstract would benefit from briefly specifying the nature or duration of the intervention and clarifying the number of twin pairs included in the study. No major deletions are required, but adding these details would enhance clarity and completeness.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Overall, the manuscript is scientifically sound. The use of a twin-study design, standardized intelligence assessment, and heritability estimation through Falconer’s formula is appropriate and consistent with established practices in behavioral genetics. The results are interpreted in line with existing literature, and the conclusions are supported by the data presented. Minor methodological clarifications (particularly regarding the intervention protocol and zygosity determination) would further strengthen the scientific rigor of the study.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the reference list is both sufficient and relevant, including a combination of classical and recent studies in intelligence research, behavioral genetics, and early intervention. Many citations are from the last decade, which enhances the manuscript’s scientific currency. A few additional recent reviews on gene–environment interaction and early cognitive interventions could be included for further enrichment, but the current references adequately support the study.

Repeat the reference Ujma et al. (2024).
	

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


	The overall language is understandable and appropriate for academic writing; however, the manuscript contains several grammatical errors, awkward phrasings, and instances of repetition. A thorough language editing or professional proofreading is recommended to improve clarity, coherence, and readability for scholarly communication. Once revised, the manuscript would meet the standards of academic English required for publication.

Suggested minor improvement to the title:

AN INTERVENTION TWIN STUDY ON GENETIC AND ENVIRONMENTAL CONTRIBUTIONS TO FLUID INTELLIGENCE IN EARLY CHILDHOOD

Abstract:

Does not adequately explain the nature of the intervention.

Introduction:

Some references are cited without a direct link to the findings of the current study.

Methodology and Sample:

Add a detailed paragraph on the criteria for classifying twins.

References:

Repeat the reference Ujma et al. (2024).

The article is publishable after thorough academic language review.
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