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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.

	The manuscript "Mystery of Corona Virus – A Review" holds importance for the scientific community by compiling existing knowledge on SARS-CoV-2's origins, exploring both natural and bioweapon hypotheses. By integrating diverse viewpoints, it has the potential to spark meaningful discussions and shape future research on the virus's origins.

	

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

	Replace the vague title, "Mystery of Corona Virus – A Review," with a specific one, e.g., "Origin of SARS-CoV-2: Evaluating Natural and Bioweapon Hypotheses," to clearly reflect the chapter’s focus.
	

	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.

	Revise the abstract to concisely summarize the hypotheses, key evidence, and conclusions. Remove emotive language (e.g., "panic in all places") and speculative terms (e.g., "mystery") unless supported by analysis.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	The book chapter examining the origin of SARS-CoV-2, encompassing both natural and bioweapon hypotheses, tackles an intriguing subject but needs substantial revisions to align with academic standards. The manuscript suffers from an unclear structure, depends on speculative assertions without adequate evidence, and exhibits grammatical and stylistic flaws. To improve its quality, the authors should focus on establishing a strong scientific basis, organizing the content clearly, using precise language, and adhering to academic writing conventions.

	

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

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

	Terminology: Standardize terms (e.g., use "SARS-CoV-2" consistently, not "Corona virus" or "Covid 19"). Ensure proper formatting (e.g., "COVID-19").
Tone: Replace emotive or speculative language (e.g., "dreadful virus," "nefarious activities") with neutral, precise terms suitable for a scientific review.
Clarity: Break long, convoluted sentences into shorter, clearer ones to improve readability.
Proofreading: Address grammatical errors and awkward phrasing through thorough proofreading.


	

	Optional/General comments

	
The chapter addresses a significant topic but needs major revisions to achieve academic credibility. Focus on strengthening the scientific basis, improving clarity, and adopting a neutral tone. Revise and resubmit after addressing these issues.



	















	PART  2: 


	
	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)

No
	




	Are there competing interest issues in this manuscript?
	No
	



	If plagiarism is suspected, please provide related proofs or web links.
	No
	






	PART  3: Declaration of Competing Interest of the Reviewer:


	Here reviewer should declare his/her competing interest. If nothing to declare he/she can write “I declare that I have no competing interest as a reviewer”


I declare that I have no competing interest as a reviewer




	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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