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PART  1: Review Comments 
 
Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

Reviewer’s comment Author’s Feedback(Please correct the manuscript and highlight that 
part in the manuscript. 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. Why do you like (or dislike) this 
manuscript? A minimumof 3-4 sentences may be 
required for this part. 
 

 
This manuscript offers crucial insights into the link between Attention-Deficit 
Hyperactivity Disorder (ADHD) and bullying in school settings, shedding light on the 
prevalence and characteristics of these issues among children and adolescents. The 
study's focus on intervention strategies involving family, school, and societal support is 
particularly commendable, as it provides a holistic approach to addressing the problem. 
I find this manuscript highly relevant as it not only addresses the immediate behavioral 
concerns but also emphasizes the long-term mental health implications. The thorough 
analysis and evidence-based recommendations enhance its value for the scientific 
community, although expanding the research to include more diverse populations 
would further strengthen the conclusions. 
 

 

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

 

 
The current title of the articleis suitable as it clearly conveys the main focus of the 
study. However, to enhance clarity and specificity, an alternative title could 
be:"Exploring the Relationship Between ADHD and Campus Bullying: Prevalence, 
Impact, and Intervention Strategies in Primary and Secondary Schools."This title 
highlights the key elements of the research, including the relationship between ADHD 
and bullying, the scope of the study, and the focus on intervention strategies. 
 

 

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 largely comprehensive, covering the background, objectives, methods, 
results, and conclusions of the study effectively. However, I suggest adding more 
specific details on the key findings and statistics related to ADHD and bullying rates to 
enhance clarity. Additionally, briefly mentioning the main intervention strategies 
proposed would provide a more complete picture. 
 

 

Are subsections and structure of the manuscript 
appropriate? 

 
The subsections and structure of the manuscript appear appropriate for the topic. The 
manuscript is logically organized into distinct sections such as the introduction, 
research progress, and intervention strategies, which facilitate a clear understanding of 
the subject. Each subsection addresses a specific aspect of the research, making the 
manuscript easy to follow. However, the inclusion of a dedicated section for the 
limitations and future research directions could further enhance the structure. This 
would provide a more comprehensive view of the study's scope and potential areas for 
further investigation. 
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Please write a few sentences regarding the 
scientific correctness of this manuscript. Why do 
you think that this manuscript is scientifically 
robust and technically sound? A minimumof 3-4 
sentences may be required for this part. 

 
This manuscript is scientifically robust and technically sound due to its thorough 
literature review and comprehensive analysis of 54 papers over the past 20 years. The 
methodology is clearly defined, ensuring that the findings are based on reliable and 
diverse sources. The statistical data provided on ADHD prevalence and its correlation 
with bullying incidents are well-supported and enhance the validity of the conclusions. 
Additionally, the proposed multi-level interventions are grounded in evidence-based 
practices, making the recommendations practical and actionable. 
 

 

Are the references sufficient and recent? If you 
have suggestions of additional references, please 
mention them in the review form. 
- 

 
The references in the manuscript are both sufficient and recent, covering a broad range 
of studies and data relevant to the topic. The inclusion of 54 papers from the past 20 
years provides a solid foundation for the research. However, it might be beneficial to 
include more recent studies published in the last 2-3 years to ensure the most up-to-
date data and perspectives are represented. Adding recent meta-analyses or large-scale 
studies on ADHD and bullying could further strengthen the manuscript's foundation. 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

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

 

 
The language and English quality of the article are suitable for scholarly 
communication. The manuscript is written in a clear, concise manner, with appropriate 
use of academic terminology. The sentences are well-structured, and the flow of ideas is 
logical and coherent. There are no noticeable grammatical errors or awkward phrasings 
that would hinder comprehension. 

 

 

Optional/Generalcomments 
 

 
The manuscript provides a comprehensive analysis and addresses a significant issue 
with practical implications for both educators and policymakers. The inclusion of case 
studies or real-world examples could further illustrate the findings and enhance reader 
engagement. Additionally, visual aids like charts or graphs to represent statistical data 
could improve the clarity and impact of the presented information. 
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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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