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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.

	By embracing these unconventional approaches, we can unlock the full potential of deep learning and pave the way for a brighter future
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)
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	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.
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	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
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	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
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Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
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	NOTE
1) All Figures/diagrams are not properly labelled. When labelled, they should be mentioned in the body of discussion. More so, they were not discussed or described to give readers a proper understanding of their concept. Labelling of figures should come under the figures 
Diagram numbering not consistent
2) Table not properly labelled with title (e.g Table 1: Key Differences) and it was not mentioned in the body of discussion
3) The introduction is not comprehensive enough. It did not capture the rational of rethinking and the concept of architecture.
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