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	PART  1: Comments


	
	Reviewer’s comment
Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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.

	Despite the passage of time since the coronavirus pandemic, it is of great importance to study the various aspects of this disease and the reasons for its spread, and it can prevent similar situations from occurring in the future. This article attempts to briefly review the hypotheses behind the creation and spread of COVID-19.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	It seems that the authors should make more effort to improve the structure of the article as a chapter of the book. Some points to review:
1- Most of the material at the beginning of the article deals with the evidence of the use of biological weapons and its history. The reader's mind is prepared to receive valuable information about the main topic, the coronavirus pandemic, but the rest of the material is insufficient to examine the origin of the coronavirus. The authors should confirm or refute their statements not only based on assumptions but also with accurate scientific findings and be able to present theories as a conclusion for each section.
2- It seems that the authors tried to express the material in a mysterious and enigmatic way to be more attractive. This writing style is more applicable to stories, and it should be written more accurately and documented in the case of a scientific article.
3- It feels like the authors have some biases regarding some of the material. Solid reasons should be provided to accuse someone of intentionally spreading the coronavirus.
4- The conclusion is very short and does not resemble the conclusion of a scientific study.
	

	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.

	-
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	The authors need to provide stronger reasons for their assumptions.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	Many of the sentences and statistics presented lack references.
	

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

	

yes


	

	Optional/General comments
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with the reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)

-
	




	Are there competing interest issues in this manuscript?
	-
	



	If plagiarism is suspected, please provide related proofs or web links.
	-
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	PART  4: Objective Evaluation:


	Guideline
	MARKS of this  manuscript

	Give OVERALL MARKS you want to give to this manuscript 
( Highest: 10  Lowest: 0 )

Guideline: 
Accept As It Is: (>9-10)
Minor Revision: (>8-9)
Major Revision: (>7-8)
Serious Major revision: (>5-7)
Rejected (with repairable deficiencies and may be reconsidered): (>3-5)
Strongly rejected (with irreparable deficiencies.): (>0-3)
	7






	Editorial Comments (This section is reserved for the comments from book editorial office and editors):


	
	Author’s Feedback
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