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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 minimumof 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.

	Though the article is good, written version many key features relevant to the topic is missing. 
	

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

	Ttile is not attractive and relevant to the content presented and needs modifications
	

	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.

	Comprehensive in the article is missing in many places. Cohesionn and coherence are not followed. The language and the art of article writing is deficit in the article.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Scientifically many fundamentals in the core subject is missing.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	To follow the reference style as prescribed by the journal guidelines.
	

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

	

Not dealt in the organised and coherent manner. Need lot of changes in cohesion and coherence in the article.

	

	Optional/Generalcomments

	Good and nice content can be rewritten in a well organised manner for better readability to the general population. Many phrases and paraphrases missing in their cohesion and coherence. Grammatical errors need to be reevaluated. Logical description is missing in many places. Adjunctives, pronouns and nouns are haphazadily used, which needs to be rewritten. In total nice topic is presented with many flaws including  the limitations and discussion sections. Only 10 questions were repeated to the 340 population and not 340 questionarries. In a nutshell, it would be feasible if the article is rewritten in a better way as the article is going to get printed as a chapter in a textbook.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment(if agreed with the 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 detail)
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