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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 introduction section does not include a clear articulation of the study’s objectives. Clearly stating the research objectives is essential for guiding the reader through the study and understanding its scope and purpose. Without this, the manuscript lacks direction and appears inconclusive. I recommend explicitly defining the research objectives within the introduction to strengthen the foundation of the paper.
	

	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.


	The abstract does not provide a comprehensive overview of the study. In particular, it lacks a clear statement of the research objectives and conclusions. A well-structured abstract should succinctly summarize the purpose of the study, the methods employed, key findings, and the overall conclusions. Revising this section to incorporate these elements would improve the clarity and completeness of the abstract.
	

	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.
	In summary, the manuscript presents an interesting topic with potential significance; however, addressing these critical gaps would greatly enhance its quality and rigor. I recommend the authors carefully revise the paper, paying particular attention to these areas of concern.
	

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


	
	

	Optional/General comments


	The methods and materials section is incomplete and lacks several crucial elements. Specifically, the paper does not describe the data analysis methods employed, the characteristics of the study area, or the ethical considerations adhered to during the research process. These components are essential for ensuring the replicability and ethical integrity of the study. Including these details would significantly strengthen this section and provide a clearer understanding of the research process.

The method used to determine the sample size of 240 participants is not clearly explained. It is unclear whether Cochran’s formula, Yamane’s formula, or another sampling technique was used. Providing a detailed explanation of the sampling method is essential for ensuring the validity and reliability of the research findings. Clarifying this aspect would enhance the transparency of the study’s methodology.
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	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)
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