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	PART  1: Comments


	
	Reviewer’s comment
Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.
	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 is important for the scientific community as it addresses a very important aspect of our lives, especially the youths and working class age groups. It creates more awareness on the ocular effect of prolonged screen time and tries to offer solutions on how the resultant visual fatigue can be reduced. It would have been great if the authors have mentioned the use of protective eyewears, like UV rays-blocking lenses as one of the best ways to protect the eyes during screen time and reduce ocular fatigue, too.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	
The title is suitable but it will be great if the authors include the country this research was carried out, in the title.
	

	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.

	Yes, the abstract is comprehensive. The authors should review the first sentence, I don’t think starting it with the word ‘prior’, is appropriate.  It contradicts the message they wish to pass to the readers.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are adequate, but the authors should arrange them better with the appropriate punctuations. In the Discussion section, Bausch and Lomb, and were cited without the years of publication.
	

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

	The English language quality is suitable for scholarly communication. The authors should crosscheck spellings and use the appropriate tenses.
	

	Optional/General comments

	Names of persons should start with capital letters. Snellen chart should be spelt correctly. Subheadings in the Discussion section, should be rephrased to make more sense. Sentences in the Conclusion section should be rephrased for better understanding. 
	















	[bookmark: _Hlk156057883][bookmark: _Hlk156057704]PART  2: 


	
	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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