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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 manuscript discusses a pertinent topic which is contemporary and has a good scope for further research. Though the research is confined to one country, however it can be generic too. 
The relevance of the geographical location is also not declared in the manuscript 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is fine
	

	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 Aim in the abstract is unclear with respect to the title
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	1.The term Generation Z to be declared in the beginning of the manuscript as Gen Z and thereafter o be used as Gen Z, this uniformity in usage of the term needs to be maintained. 
2. Table 1 is neither labelled correctly nor, has been referred/cited in the text. It has not been crafted clearly. The categories should not be duplicated. The related opportunities/threats can be shown in single cells rather multiple cells. 

3. The research methodology does not explain any research questions. The sample size is too less comparing the applicability of the geographical area of the study

4. Figure 1 has also not been cited in the text anywhere, neither the variable IP1,IP2… been declared anywhere. 5. The findings also needs to be refined clearly stating each finding.

6. The literature review is missing to set the need of the research basis the older research done in the area.


	

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

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