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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.


	This manuscript addresses a highly relevant issue in adolescent psychology and digital behaviour, particularly within the Nigerian context. Social media addiction is a growing public health concern and the study contributes to filling a gap in non-Western literature. The findings highlight the moderating role of self-esteem, offering insights into protective and risk factors that can inform interventions. The work is important for educators, policymakers, and researchers seeking culturally grounded evidence to guide adolescent well-being programs.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes
	

	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 comprehensive but requires minor revisions:

i. Clarify the contradiction between the hypothesis (positive prediction) and the actual finding (negative prediction).

ii. Temper claims about the moderation effect, as ΔR² = .005 is very small.

iii. Suggested addition: Mention limitations (cross-sectional design, low reliability of self-esteem scale).
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound overall, with appropriate statistical methods applied. 

However:

i. Sampling description is inconsistent (“multistage convenient sampling” vs. “random selection”).

ii. Reliability of the self-esteem scale (Cronbach’s alpha = 0.6) is below acceptable thresholds and should be acknowledged.

iii. Confidence intervals should be added to regression results.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are generally sufficient and recent but several are incomplete (e.g., Hong & Lee, 2016; D’Souza, 2019). Ensure consistency with journal style. 

Suggested additions:

More Nigerian or African-based studies on adolescent peer dynamics and digital behavior to strengthen cultural interpretation.
	

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


	The manuscript requires language editing for grammar, clarity, and consistency.

 Examples:

i. “The result run in contrary with the stated” → “The result runs contrary to the stated hypothesis.”

ii. “Ramdom sampling technique” → “Random sampling technique.”

iii. Use consistent terminology: “social media addiction” throughout.
	

	Optional/General comments


	1. Discussion is lengthy and repetitive; streamline to focus on unexpected findings and cultural context.

2. Tables should be reformatted for clarity and alignment.

The manuscript is scientifically relevant and technically sound but requires substantial revision in methodology reporting, language clarity, and reference completion.

With revisions, it has potential for publication.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)

Ethical approval and consent procedures are not clearly stated. Authors should specify whether approval was obtained from an institutional review board and how consent was secured from adolescent participants.


	


Reviewer details:

Rajkumar Powdel, Manipur University, India

Created by: DR
              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM
   
Version: 3 (07-07-2024)


