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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.


	
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	
	

	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.
	
	

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

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


	
	

	Optional/General comments


	It would be better to avoid the use of titles in the Abstract such as Aim, Materials and methods, results and discussion and conclusion. Putting titles in the Abstract from my personal view may disrupt the reader from reading the complete Abstract and rush to these title sections. Thus, the reader is likely to miss important information in the document.

It is also good practice to minimize the number of paragraphs in the Abstract. A single paragraph may be done in most cases. An Abstract should be a summary of the entire investigation or research study and should highlight the following:

1. Aim of the study

2. Objective

3. Research question

4. Methos

5. Results and findings

6. Conclusion and at times recommendations

You may also include the philosophical base underpinning your study.

Introduction

The introduction is an important and challenging part of your study as it is meant to establish your writing style, the quality of your research, and your credibility as a writer. It is your first chance to make a good impression on your reader. The introduction gives the reader background and context to convey the importance of your research. It should begin by broadly introducing your topic, then narrowing to your focused research question or hypothesis. However, your introduction sound more of a discussion section where you have even given some examples ‘Let’s take for an example, a driver with a wider UFOV, is more likely to detect a pedestrian approaching from the periphery while maintaining focus on the traffic ahead, in comparison to a driver with a narrower UFOV, who might miss the pedestrian altogether’.

The introduction should answer three important questions: 

1. What am I writing about? 

2. Why is it important? 

3. What do I want the reader to know about it?

 An introduction should establish the topic with a strong opening that grabs the reader’s attention before giving an overview of recent research on your chosen topic. Avoid going too in-depth in the introduction as you have done; deep dives into your topic should be saved for the body of the paper.

Materials and Methods

It was going to be better if you separated the two and discuss them separately. It should be clearly understood that research methods are essentially the strategies, processes or techniques employed in the collection of data or evidence for analysis to reveal new information or create better understanding of a matter under discussion. Therefore, it would be better for you to specify the type of research method used in your study, most likely your study would go for a qualitative method. Then, you could explain the tools used to analyze your data and probably how certain outcomes were validated. 

In your Article, references are presented without your though, either in your support or not in support of the idea. For example, you presented this reference ‘More so, it is advised that driving also depends on whether the undertaken tasks are visuo-manual or manual, or visual activities. (Kotseruba & Tsotsos, 2021), but I don’t see where you have supported or disagreed with this statement.

Why have you given Table 1 two titles? Review this and probably make two Tables if you want more clarity of the Table contents.

Results and Discussion

Your Materials and Methos section have done more explanation of the facts and finding such that it is difficult to clearly identify the contents of the Results and Findings.  The results section of the study should contain a description of the main findings of your research, whereas the discussion segment should interpret the results for readers and provides the significance of the findings. This is not clearly outlined in your study. Since your results follow the methods, you need to provide information about what you discovered from the methods you used, such as your research data. In other words, what were the outcomes of the methods you used?

Further, your Result Section should:

1. Direct the reader to the research data and explain the meaning of the data you have presented.

2. Write and highlight significant findings in your results.

3. Use the same order as the subheadings of the methods section.

4. Match the results with the research questions from the introduction of your study. Your results should answer your research questions.

5. Be sure to mention the figures and tables in the body of your text. Somehow it has been done correctly.

6. Only present data that supports the significance of your study. You can provide additional data in tables and figures as supplementary material.

On the other hand, the Findings should:

1. Highlight the significance of your findings.

2. Mention how the study will fill a gap in knowledge.

3. Indicate the implication of your research.

4. Avoid generalizing, misinterpreting your results, drawing a conclusion with no supportive findings from your results.

Finally, your Results and Discussion section does not seem to bring out what was discovered from the methods used and how this was validated. You tend to bring out points in this section as statements and then, in some cases, present literature review without your comment (for or against).

Conclusion

I have observed that you are presenting citations in the Conclusion, It is more appropriate to avoid citations in the conclusion part. In the Conclusions part of your study, citations are not necessary as conclusions represents your own findings, interpretation and explanation. Furthermore, conclusions are based on your own research work presented in the manuscript.
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