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	PART  1: Review Comments


	Compulsory REVISION comments

	Reviewer’s comment
	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. Why do you like (or dislike) this manuscript? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.

	1) The material is simplified as such a novice will understand the concepts easily.
2) The sequential structure of the book chapter is commendable.
3) The material will impact positively the early programmers in PYTHON because of the attached solved excercises. 

	

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

	I think this is better: Essentials of PYTHON programming: An Introductory Approach.
	

	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.

	NO  Abstract, because it is a book chapter
	

	Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate?
	YES
	

	Please write a few sentences regarding the scientific correctness of this manuscript. Why do you think that this manuscript is scientifically robust and technically sound? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.
	1) This material scientifically is correct and flawless and will positively impact a fresher with little or no knowledge of programming.
2) This material will serve as a foundation for future professional programmers in PYTHON.
3) Furthermore, the material is robust and knowledge gathered while studing it will act as a bedrock to study other programming languages.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	      Adequate
	

	Minor REVISION comments

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

	

YES


	

	Optional/General comments

	

Check figure 6 and add connecting arrows to the shapes.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with 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 details)
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