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	Reviewer’s comment


	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.


	Yes, not in many cases, but in some portions, this paper would be vital for scientific community because it communicates new discoveries, theorical ideas or methodologies in a very structured and verified way. Such paper will also enlighten the outlook of the scientific horizon. For this reason, it creates scientific progress, contributing to both academic and practical advancements.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	Yes, the title is well constructed.
	

	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.
	Yes, it is well comprehensive, well organised.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, it is scientifically correct. has tried to uphold the way of the process of reviewing an article which is completely fine and commendable.  


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references mentioned in the article are well sufficient and constructed for this paper. In addition, it deserves well foundation for taking approach for the review paper. can add another paper’s reference like – “Samsa suffering from existential crisis”. It is story of existential crisis as well as social injustice.
	

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


	Yes, the language is suitable for scholarly communication.


	

	Optional/General comments


	should not use contraction like (isn’t or don’t) and capital letter in the keywords. mentioned in the red marks. Otherwise, this does have the capability to claim that it is in the right track where readers will get the ideas very easily since it is very comprehensive and easy going.
See the attachment
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