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Compulsory REVISION comments

Grammar makes sections hard to follow; several typos as well thru-out

The entire section on TAM lacks clarity-social escapism can be measured without
TAM so why include it?? Study isn’t about validating the model?? Not sure how TAM
fits into smartphone addiction from reading this paper.

Social escapism is/is not a factor in smartphone addiction?

11 hypothesis is TOO many for a single study. The work appears scattered/diffused.
Links between H1-H3 to then H4-H6 aren’t clear and then H4-H6 are not supported by
the findings. Also, cannot infer causality from survey/regression. For example:

H7: Perceived enjoyment increases perceived social escapism. Could also be Social
escapism increases perceived enjoyment.

Multiple sources cited BUT not listed in the reference list:

Yavuz et al., 2021.

Korgaonkar and Wolin, 1999

Hackbarth et al., 2003

Several http links do NOT lead to the page cited?

Minor REVISION comments

The link between Technology addiction, Internet addiction and Smartphone addiction is not
well defined. The terms seem to be used interchangeably BUT they are NOT all the same?

Optional/General comments

Blogs should never be used as empirical sources. IF Psychology Today published an
article, then THEIR source (original study) should be used NOT the magazine blog!
Use Dictionary cites for definitions but NOT for scientific relationships
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