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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 addresses how the Digital literature plays an important role in enriching the language. Acquisition of English language has become imperative in this globalised world. In this regard, this manuscript helpful for the readers and researchers to understand different geners and new digital teaching, learning methods to improve the lanaguge skills.
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	Yes, the abstract define the purpose of the article.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
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The wide horizon of Online Publishing, Rise of Social Media and Online Communities sections ebd up abruptly with three or four lines. It could be better, if the author elaborate his/her justification.
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