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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.


	
	

	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


	Recommendation: Major Revision
Quires are given below

1. Complete rewriting the abstract is needed; the content needs to be in tune with its sub-headings. Abstract should be ‘stand-alone’ exhibiting innovations and gist of results. The claims are to be supported with numerical data; it should not be merely stuffed with statements/claims.

2. Rewrite the introduction succinct in a polished way stitching together the major advancement made in the area and also pin-point the gaps to justify the study's claim

3. Please use recent and most relevant work and expose their gaps limit it to not more than 10 references under introduction

4. The introduction should quickly set transition from general context to the specific research problem. Introduction section should provide an overview of the current status of the problem chosen by you and at the same time highlights the inadequacies or research gaps that exists for which how your work is going to address those issues. But it is noted that, the advantages and disadvantages of the existing approaches are not indicated. It is not clear what unsolved problems remain in this area of research. 

5. Also, how the proposed method proves its efficacy should be justified. It could be interesting to summarize the commented literature works in a table to have a clear comparison between all. 

6. Clearly state the research gap between the proposed work and the existing literature. Address it. In addition to it, provide the contribution table of the different authors in this direction of recent. 

7. What is your take away from the literature survey? Research GAP is not reflected.

8. The results are shown and described according to the experimental analysis through figures and tables, but there is no discussion that contrasts the results with related works, so it is suggested that the authors should include a detailed discussion of the results duly compared contrasted with related studies

9. Please compare the obtained results with the literature. This should be added under “Results and Discussion” section for readers to see how your proposed method performs relative to other works.  Match your results with results of  previous reports by citing those work ((provide citation)).

10. Author should compare their results with previous reports or similar studies and prove how your work is different or better than previous reports.

11. You should state that how your study has brought innovations compared to earlier reports.

12. A conclusion should exhibit along with quantitative data in support of your claim.
13. What are the strength and weakness of your research and your suggested method? 

14. What could be improved? What are the open questions which you could not answer?

15. Prospects and recommendations can be elaborated.

16. Remove older references and include recent references from the year 2020 to 2025.
17. Enhance the language quality thoroughly of the manuscript.
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