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	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (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 study revisits an important aspect of human knowledge that has been in existence for some time, in the past. “Linguistic Relativity” revisited is an interesting thing. This makes the study relevant, to modern linguistics, cross-cultural communication, intercultural pragmatics, cognition, communication and human interaction, etc. as it is topical.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is suitable.
	

	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 of the article is comprehensive enough as it covers most of the aspects that the paper dwells on.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically, correct. It follows the basic standard and guideline of the scientific community as any literate person can read and understand the concept of “linguistic relativity” the authors are selling to their readers. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Most of the references, apart from the classical ones are rather data and could do with more recent references.
	

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


	The language of the article is suitable for scholarly communications.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Please, let the authors take care of the tiny details of misuse punctuation marks (a typical example is the misuse of dash and hyphen).
The article is beautifully written and worth publishing.
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