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	PART 1: Comments

	
	Reviewer’s comment

	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 is very important and timely; it highlights the dangers of excessive screen time to undergraduate medical students. And highlights some recommendations to this cause.
It does highlight the looming issue around Screen Time (ST): “Although the invention of electronic/digital screen devices has greatly facilitated man’s social advancement, their ever-increasing versatility, accessibility and affordability have resulted in these devices and their screens being present everywhere. This is so much so that humanity across all age groups is increasingly getting over dependent on and excessively exposed to them.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	The title is quite sufficient.
	

	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 fairly exhaustive but the results are loaded with descriptive instead of inferential statistics. Hence the abstract becomes too wordy, loses the significant and relevant information for a conclusion and recommendation.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript can be improved scientifically by basing the conclusion on inferential statistics, showing how the
450 sample participants were drawn from the student population of 537,000. And clearly showing the internationally recognized scientific tools used to measure the behavioural effects.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention
them in the review form.
	The reference list is sufficient but the referencing style is inconsistent and each reference varies from the other.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	The quality of English is satisfactory. There is need for spelling checks, revisiting long sentences that do loose meaning and checking the general grammar quality
	

	Optional/General comments
	· Most of the content in the introduction is better off in the discussion.
· The description of the study area requires a map of GPS coordinates.
· Too much of the descriptive statistics (percentages) is presented in the different sections of the write up.
· The abbreviation NSAIDs is not elaborated at first mention.
· Conclusions made based on the discussion are not valid because of the lack of inferential statistics.
· Recommendations are better off after the conclusion than in the discussion.
· The manuscript authors needs to visit and closely follow the journal’s required format.
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	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 details)
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