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	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 contributes to the scientific community by addressing key topic of the paper, which has significant implications for relevant field. It provides valuable insights into specific research gap or problem, offering potential advancements in practical or theoretical applications. The study’s methodology and findings can help researchers and professionals refine relevant processes, techniques, or policies, ultimately enhancing the understanding and implementation of subject matter. By filling critical gaps in existing literature, the paper fosters further research and innovation in the field.

Let me know if you'd like me to refine the response further based on specific details from the article.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title of the article lacks clarity and specificity, making it less effective in conveying the core research focus. It should be more precise to reflect the study's key contributions and findings. A well-structured title enhances readability and ensures better visibility in academic databases. Refining the title will improve its impact and alignment with the manuscript’s objectives.
	

	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 provides a general overview of the study but lacks clarity in highlighting key findings and their significance. It should be more structured, emphasizing the research objective, methodology, major results, and conclusions. Adding specific numerical results or key takeaways would enhance its comprehensiveness. Additionally, redundant or overly general statements should be removed to make the abstract more concise and impactful.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript appears to be scientifically sound, but a detailed review of the methodology, data analysis, and interpretations is necessary to confirm its accuracy. The research framework and experimental design are well-structured; however, certain aspects, such as data validation, statistical significance, or assumptions, may require further clarification. Any inconsistencies in results or unsupported claims should be addressed to strengthen the scientific rigor of the study.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are relevant but may require updating to include more recent studies that reflect the latest advancements in the field. Some key citations appear outdated, and incorporating recent high-impact journal articles would strengthen the manuscript’s credibility. Additionally, if any crucial references related to the methodology or findings are missing, they should be included to provide a more comprehensive literature review.
	

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


	The language of the manuscript is generally clear but requires improvement for better readability and scholarly communication. Certain sentences are structurally weak, and there are instances of grammatical errors and awkward phrasing. Refining the wording, enhancing clarity, and ensuring precise technical terminology will improve the overall quality. A thorough language review or professional proofreading is recommended.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript presents a relevant and timely study, but several aspects need improvement to enhance its clarity, scientific rigor, and impact. Strengthening the discussion with deeper insights, refining the abstract for better conciseness, and updating references with recent studies would add significant value. Additionally, improving language quality and ensuring methodological transparency will enhance the manuscript’s readability and scholarly contribution. A thorough revision addressing these points will make the paper more impactful and suitable for publication.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	No
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