Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	Asian Journal of Research in Cardiovascular Diseases

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_AJRCD_142151

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	Understanding Public Perceptions and Misconceptions of Water Pipe Smoking: Implications for Cardiovascular Health Education and Policy Reform

	Type of the Article
	


	PART  1: Comments



	
	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 manuscript will lay the foundation to stir the think tank of scientific community to explore more perceptions & misconceptions region wise which will stand as a parameter to campaign among the youth for the raised cardiovascular risks due to the impact of water pipe smoking habit. The  study is truly beneficial and provides many avenues for further research.
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