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	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 provides an extensive review of the novel coronavirus, detailing its structure, evolution, epidemiology, and pathogenesis. Such a holistic overview aids researchers in understanding the virus's behavior and transmission dynamics.
By compiling information on current diagnostic methods and potential therapeutics, the review serves as a valuable resource for clinicians and researchers aiming to improve detection and treatment strategies for COVID-19.
In an era rife with misinformation regarding COVID-19's origins and effects, the manuscript offers evidence-based insights, helping to dispel myths and guide public understanding.
By summarizing existing knowledge and identifying gaps, the review lays the groundwork for future studies, encouraging further exploration into unresolved questions about the virus.
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	Yes, the title of the article suitable.
	

	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.

	There is no need of any change in abstract.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
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Strongly rejected (with irreparable deficiencies.): (>0-3)
	OVERALL MARKS- 9
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