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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 a public outreach to the cosmological studies in general, and specifically highlighted the active galactic nuclei’s correlations with supermassive black holes. The short review is elaborative and helpful for young scientists, scholars, and the general audience interested in the topic to have a quick and intuitive overview on the important subject matter in the field. The authors highlighted a possible direction for further studies, namely the M-sigma relation, and analysis.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	From the contents of the manuscript, I would suggest a more concise title, such as “The Background Role of M-sigma Relation to Supermassive Black Holes in Galactic Evolution”
	

	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 in its current form has reflected the contents of the manuscript, but it would be better if the authors further include the conclusion and discussion information in it.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript focuses too much on the scientific correctness to concentrate more on the authors’ own research, opinions, insights, etc. that justify the original wording in the title “theoretical insight”.
	.

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The dates of the references are recent, but the efforts to encompass the scientific consensus for justification on further writings have undermined more in-depth and focused literature review.
	

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


	There are a few typos and ambiguities in wording in the article, such as the Milky (Way) galaxy, “affect the structure of galaxies” which I understand to be “affect the structure formation of galaxies”, etc. For the reader comprehensibility, active galactic nuclei (AGN) is not introduced before the acronym was adopted in the paper.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The authors need to re-evaluate the balance between the general introduction contents in the review, and their specific interests in the topic.
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	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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