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	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.


	This Manuscript is important for scientific community. It implemented database-level self-healing framework with 96.2% accuracy. Comparative analysis with existing frameworks shows the importance of this research. Recommendations and future scope gives proper direction for researchers in this field. This has created interest of reader in the manuscript.
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	Yes. However in sentence “but user acceptance and workflow integration require targeted strategies, such as those recommended in Chapter 5” chapter is used in this sentence. Word section 5 would be more suitable. 
If author could add “organization of paper” subsection at the end of introduction, that would be helpful for reader
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