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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 (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.


	This manuscript offers significant value to the scientific community by underscoring the critical need to address non-communicable diseases Like cardiovascular diseases and Diabetes.
Non-communicable diseases such as cardiovascular diseases, cancer, diabetes, chronic respiratory diseases, etc. considered as a major factor behind 71% and 85% deaths worldwide.
NCDs  can be preventable by reducing the associated risk factors and health literacy plays a crucial role in combating with non- communicable diseases in developing countries, where the prevalence of conditions such as cardiovascular diseases, diabetes, and cancer is rising significantly. Health literacy empowers people to get knowledge of informative health decisions and adhere to get effective treatment. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes the title is  suitable . Refined version is 
Health Literacy and the Prevention of Non-Communicable Diseases: A Narrative Review
	

	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 first sentence is grammatically unclear and mixes two percentages (71% and 85%) without explanation. State the correct statistic once and clearly.
Several grammatical issues should be corrected to ensure the abstract meets publication standards and academic tone
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes the manuscript is scientifically correct 
The manuscript’s central thesis is scientifically credible and relevant.  Addressing the methodological gaps, correcting data errors, improving synthesis and critical appraisal, and thorough copyediting will substantially strengthen the manuscript and its contribution.


	

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

	

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


	Yes the language quality of the article is suitable 
	

	Optional/General comments
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	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 detail)

NO
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