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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.


	The manuscript has explored a rather underexamined topic and perspective. By situating FOMO within both psychological vulnerability and broader neuropsychiatric contexts, it contributes to a more integrative understanding of contemporary mental health challenges. Importantly, its focus on Generation Z and Generation Alpha offers timely insights into the lived experiences, behavioural patterns, and emotional responses of populations growing up in an unprecedented digital environment. As such, the manuscript not only advances theoretical discourse but also has meaningful implications for future research, clinical practice, and early intervention strategies.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	I would like to suggest a concise title: “Understanding FOMO in adults: A neuropsychiatric perspective.” This will be more comprehensible to readers.
	

	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 and covers almost all the aspects of the manuscript. The only missing aspect I feel may make the abstract better is adding the type of methodology employed, as well as briefly outlining the methodological process. This will enhance transparency and provide a clear understanding of the research design.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically vigorous and in-depth. The authors have incorporated all the major aspects of the topic. What I would recommend is to add some explanation to the articles mentioned. The explanation seems short and needs more depth and clarity. I would also strongly suggest providing a tabular breakdown of the studies included in this review. For instance, a summary of each article in the table would provide readers with a clearer, more comprehensive overview of the literature and enhance transparency. This approach would not only strengthen the methodological rigor of the manuscript but also allow readers to efficiently skim and better understand the body of evidence reviewed.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	This is an underexplored area, so the literature may be limited. The references provided are sufficient. Please check the formatting of the references.
	

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


	It is suitable
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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