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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 minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.

	The manuscript is of importance considering the controversy between science, emotional intelligence and beliefs. The author seems to have gathered enough literature to support the theme of the manuscript. The courage to dissect and disseminate the phenomenon is encouraging. It is a good read for all concerned parties and of health  education importance.
	

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

	Yes it is.
	

	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 can be improved to capture the captivating controversial events of the aforementioned areas. This can be done by explicitly dissecting the problem statement at hand, statements on the three vital areas: religion, science and emotional intelligence and providing succinct statements for each. Lastly the conclusion of the results visa vee the literature.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	Yes it is though it can be improved by succinctly discussing the results versus the existing literature.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	While the references are recent, the author should delete some of the very old literature e.g.  (Kata, 2010) and (Goffman, 1955). This is not only irrelevant but very obsolete in terms of SARS advancement and epidemiological metamorphosis.
	

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

	Yes it is.




	

	Optional/General comments

	
Please maintain the most current references and avoid references that are before the COVID-19 Pandemic menace.


	



	PART  2: 


	
	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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