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	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (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)


	This work has a strong idea at its basic level. This work has a strong idea at its basic level. Its title, and abstract were well-written, understandable, and planned.
	

	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 was clearly written, comprehensible, and organized.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Although it is not yet complete, the theoretical framework shows promise. This well-written article's introduction provides extra information. The authors involved a wide range of fascinating side questions that assisted writers when responding to the work's primary topic. This manuscript contains an elaborate literature review, but definitions of the key concepts are needed in the introduction. According to references in the introduction section, the author neglected to specifically address and clarify the important details that draw attention to the weaknesses in previous research on this topic. It is difficult to understand all of the complex procedures and specific results details. You should insert of your schematics, diagrams, or charts because it is difficult to understand all of the complex procedures and specific results details. Due to the availability of the specified detailed information on the results obtained from this research compared to those from earlier research studies, the reader is able to comprehend the concept and techniques of the current study. The discussion that occurred was also utterly pointless and messy. Your discussion section was not written clearly without grammatical or spelling errors.

The writers were unable to address the research objectives issue because there are no longer any modes of action that are well supported by graphics. The writer listed all the titles with their findings in the results and discussion section but did not discuss each point independently. The details of all results were not easily understandable.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The earliest references should also be included in the present work to support the authors' recommendations and points of view. The reference list is inadequate and out-of-date.
	

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


	There are occasions when this manuscript's language and sentence structures are unintelligible. This article requires extensive language editing and a complete rewrite. Throughout the text, there are several verbs and phrases that are repeated. There was not enough rationale or organizing concept that I could find. The manuscript was composed in an incomplete state. This manuscript has too many structural issues, which makes it hard to follow the argument. In my opinion, the authors cannot make their current claims without considering their writings. In addition, I noticed a lot of points that require the writers' careful consideration: the discussion that took place was extremely disorganized and useless.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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