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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 choice of topic is successful, but the quality of the methodology and content is considered to be quite low. It is not a systematic review that complies with global standards. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	No. This is not a systematic review. A systematic review is defined as” a review of the evidence on a clearly formulated question that uses systematic and explicit methods to identify, select and critically appraise relevant primary research, and to extract and analyse data from the studies that are included in the review.” There is no question, no systematic methods, no inclusion or exclusion criteria for researches. This can be may be narrative or comprehensive review.
	

	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.


	Abstract is suitable and reflect the content of the study.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	It is a very interesting topic and I would like to congratulate the authors for addressing an important gap in the literature. However, it is seen that the compilation does not have any registration number and has not been registered in a system. The registration of systematic reviews in systems such as PROSPERO prevents potential overlaps and improves methodological quality. In addition, any points related to the PRISMA guidelines are not included in the methodology. In this context, it can be said that the methodological reliability and quality of the study is low.


	

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

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


	Although there are some grammatical errors and irregularities here and there, the use of the language is appropriate.
	

	Optional/General comments


	I congratulate the authors for noticing a significant gap in the literature and working in this area. However, in order to write a systematic review, the first step is to create a record in a registry system and the second step is to follow the methodological steps according to the PRISMA guidelines. The absence of both in this study and the lack of any explanation about the included or excluded studies seriously reduce the quality of the study. No findings were shared about the keywords, which databases were searched, and the number of studies obtained as a result of these searches. It would be unfair to all reviews to evaluate this article as a systematic review.
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