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	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 article addresses a crucial issue concerning arranged marriage in modern times, which opens up further research opportunities in the area. Additionally, it successfully covered Mate Selection, Caste Norms, and Female Decision-Making in Indian Marital Systems.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is too comprehensive, and I would suggest revising it to “A Literature Review on Mate Selection in Indian Marital Systems.”
	

	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 lacks methodology, a statement of the problem, and recommendations for the study.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, it has followed the procedures of a systematic literature review.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	While the author has succeeded in capturing recent references, some literature is outdated (published in 1975), more than 15 years old, and needs to be removed.
	

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


	The author need to stick to one English language as per the Journal’s Author Guidelines provided rather than mixing different types of English Language.
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	1. The sentences are too long, which can cause the reader to lose focus or become tired. The author should break down the sentences to 5 or 6 lines

2. The research gap needs to be clearly established in section rather than been absorbed into other sections

3. The author need to develop recommendations of the study
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