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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 (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. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative 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.


	
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	
	

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

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


	
	

	Optional/General comments


	1. Instead of using phrases such as by virtue of, the use of, by means of – author can use gerunds.

2. Better the author may use British Standard English instead of American, for example: rigor- rigour, behaviour and so on.

3. In 2.1.1, lengthy sentences are used by using various discourse marks such as but, both, by means of etc. So meaning is hampered.

4. ‘The use of’ phrase is use excessively throughout the draft approximately 25 times.

5. ‘There are studies focusing’ just the author can write studies are focusing is enough

6. A few punctuation and spacing errors are also there. 

7. In eg 2 in 4.4.1 typos are presented.

8. The adjectives/ adverbs used before the nouns and verbs are superfluous such as the established fact, clearly identified, communicated and so on.

9. References are not arranged in the alphabetical order.

10. Overall idea presented is good except the quality of language.


	


	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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