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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.


	The topic is novel as there are very few examples of functional Virtual Reality-based library services provided in libraries. However, this article does not describe the case study or provide an in-depth model for preparing VR-based library services.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	No. The title must include a suggestive word that it is a theoretical article. The article does not include the opinions and problems faced by working librarians when implementing Virtual Reality-based services, nor does it present a case study to define 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 should detail on research method followed for the article. The abstract should also include a mention of the problems addressed and the strategies employed to overcome them, along with a summary of the five models presented in the article.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	1. This article lacks a systematic research methodology. 
2. The article appears to be a review paper with limited insights from the author, presented in the form of proposed models.
3. The author should mention whether the VR models described in the paper are proposed or are in practice in libraries. If they are in practice, then citations to each sub-point under these models are essential for cross-examination and for future researchers.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	1. References are not sufficient. 

2. In many instances, to prove the correctness of the data, citations are required (i.e. for Tsinghua University Library VR Virtual Laboratory, Beattle believes…., etc.)
3. Only two references out of twenty are by authors other than Chinese. It seems that the author has not reviewed the global research on the topic.

4. Could not cross-examine any resources listed under the list of References, as they are from Chinese journals. 
	

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


	The author should avoid grammatical mistakes. There are many sentences that do not clearly convey any meaning. 
	

	Optional/General comments


	There is scope for improvement in the article.
	


	PART  2: 



	
	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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