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PART 1: Review Comments

Reviewer’'s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the
manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is
mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

Compulsory REVISION comments Overall this is a good idea and the research is very valid and up to date but the paper needs major
o S _ revision in particular in language and the way it is laid out, what might help is to add a graph, also the
1. Isthe manuscript important for scientific community? | way the table is put is a bit confusing, the conclusion needs rewriting so the reader can understand the
(Please write few sentences on this manuscript) message clearly references need to be put in Vancouver or Harvard style and the repeated numbering
. . . removed.
2. Is thettitle of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title) Language review of the whole article by expert or use Grammarly.
3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? 1. Abstract: the conclusion is not clear, should say there is clear negative correlation or should
indicate the correlation is between gadget use and speech and language delay.
4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript ) - ) )
appropriate? 2. Introduction, language needs some editing, a better review of language is recommended
5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct? 3. Video games should not be included as gadgets, the gadget here is the game console
o 4. Again, in the discussion, the correlation is not clear the statement should be as follows:
6. Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have
suggestion of additional references, please mention in We found negative correlation between the intensive use of gadgets and speech and language
the review form. development.
(Apart from above mentioned 6 points, reviewers are free 5. Intable 2 it should be normal vs abnormal speech development the word late should not be
to provide additional suggestions/comments) used or can be replaced by the word delayed.

6. More language issues in the discussion, delays should not be plural just use developmental
delay; the paper can benefit from professional English editing or the use of Grammarly.

7. Some of the opinions expressed in the discussion need to be stated as opinions not intermixed
with research findings, the reader can not tell for sure which part is the author opinion and
which is extracted from research.

8. Again, in conclusion language is not clear.

Minor REVISION comments
1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for
scholarly communications?
Optional/General comments
PART 2:
Reviewer’'s comment Author’'s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight

that part in the manuscript. 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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