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PART 1(Importance of the manuscript) 

	
	Comments of the Reviewers
	Author’s Feedback 



	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 deals with an important and very current issue: how youth are becoming dependent on artificial intelligence in their everyday and educational lives. It tries to connect empirical data from schools and a university with major sociological theories (e.g., Marx, Weber, Berger & Luckmann, Giddens), which is a clear strength. The topic is highly relevant for educators, parents, and policymakers who want to understand how AI affects young people’s thinking, identity, and social relations. But, significant improvements in methodology, writing, and APA 7 formatting are needed before it can be considered for publication.
	


PART  2.1 (Objective Evaluation)
	

	
	Rating of the Reviewers
	Author’s Feedback 

	1. Is the title clear and appropriate for the study? 

Rating Scale: 

5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	4
	

	2. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? 

Rating Scale: 

5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	2
	

	3. Are the keywords appropriate and useful?

Rating Scale: 

5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	3
	

	4. Is the background information of the paper sufficient and well organized?

Rating Scale: 

5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	3
	

	5. Are the research objectives/hypotheses clearly stated?

Rating Scale: 

5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	3
	

	6. Is the literature review relevant and up to date?

Rating Scale: 

5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	2
	

	7. Is the research methodology appropriate for the study?

Rating Scale: 

5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	2
	

	8. Were ethical issues properly addressed (if applicable)?

Rating Scale: 

5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	2
	

	9. Are the results presented clearly? 

Rating Scale: 

5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	3
	

	10. Are tables and figures clear, relevant, and necessary?

Rating Scale: 

5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	3
	

	11. Does the discussion relate findings to existing literature?

Rating Scale: 

5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	3
	

	12. Are the conclusions supported by the data?

Rating Scale: 

5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	3
	

	13. Are the limitations of the study discussed?

Rating Scale: 

5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	1
	

	14. Are the references relevant and sufficient (in number)?

Rating Scale: 

5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor 

N/A = Not Applicable
	3
	

	15. Is the manuscript written in clear and understandable language?

Rating Scale: 

5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor 

N/A = Not Applicable
	3
	


PART  2.2 (Subjective Evaluation)
	
	Reviewer’s comment


	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)



	Is the title of the article suitable?

If your answer is NO, please provide a brief, clear suggestion for improvement.
	The current title is generally suitable and reflects the main focus on youth and AI dependency from a sociological point of view. If the author wants to improve it, they could make the empirical context explicit, for example: Dependency of Youth on Artificial Intelligence: A Sociological Study in Educational Institutions.
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? 

If your answer is NO, please provide a brief, clear suggestion for improvement.
	No. The abstract should be rewritten. It should be shorter and more structured, clearly stating: (a) purpose of the study, (b) methods (design, sample, tools), (c) main quantitative patterns, and (d) key sociological implications. Emotional or absolute statements (e.g., about humans being “self‑destroyers”) should be avoided in the abstract.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically correct? 

If your answer is NO, please provide a brief, clear suggestion for improvement.
	Partially. The theoretical framing is rich, but the scientific reporting is incomplete. The methodology section needs more detail on sampling, questionnaire items, validation, and how qualitative material was analysed. The analysis is mainly descriptive (frequencies and percentages), and this should be clearly stated and justified; if no inferential statistics are used, the scope of claims must be limited accordingly. The paper also needs a clear limitations section.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? 

(YES or NO)

If your answer is NO, please provide clear suggestion for improvement.
	YES, broadly sufficient but with important technical issues.

a) Some authors and sources are mentioned in the text but are not clearly or consistently matched to the reference list, and vice versa. The author must check that every in‑text citation appears in the reference list and that every reference is cited in the text.

b) APA 7 formatting must be applied carefully: hanging indent, sentence case titles, italics for book and journal titles, inclusion of DOIs/URLs where relevant, and consistent formatting of web sources with author/organisation, year, title, site name, and URL.
	


	Editorial Comments (This section is reserved for the comments from journal editorial office and editors):



	
	Author’s Feedback

	The manuscript shows good familiarity with sociological language but needs editing for clarity and simplicity.

In text citation: The introduction and some background sections contain strong claims without citation or with incomplete citation. This is a serious academic issue. Every time the author presents a fact, statistic, or theoretical point, it should be supported with a correct in text citation in APA 7 format.

Reference list: The reference list is not yet in full APA 7 format. The author should carefully reformat all entries and ensure accurate and consistent bibliographic details.

	


PART  3: 

	

	
	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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