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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 interesting and important. It has combined various aspects that provide a unique taste. However, the author needs to add a paragraph or two regarding the importance and contribution of this study to the present literature. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, it is right
	

	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.


	Use the simple past tense in the abstract. Add the contribution of your study in the abstract as well as in the conclusion section, or a separate section before the conclusion.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The introduction section and the literature review need sufficient references. There are many referenced statements, but they have not been mentioned in the above two sections. Similarly, the research gap is not properly addressed in the literature section. There is no justification for the selection of Duduke nor the Multimodal discourse Analysis. Justify them with relevant literature review. Empirical research is also very short. 
	

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


	Yes, it’s ok.
	

	Optional/General comments


	i. The first and second research questions seem to be the same. Try to revisit the research questions or justify that they are different. 
ii. What analytical tool will you use for each research question? Try to make it clear in the methodology section.  
iii. Provide a link for the primary source of the study in the reference section, and reference it wherever it is in the manuscript. 
	


	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 ethical issues
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