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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 (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 current study lacks sufficient novelty compared to previous research studies. Therefore, the current work fails to provide a meaningful advancement over existing research and raises concerns about the reliability and validity of its findings.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Acceptable
	

	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.


	Need to highlight the statistical results briefly in the abstract.

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	No proper justification for the use of appropriate statistical tools. Therefore, it is questionable and difficult to draw the valid scientific conclusion in this study. 


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	· Suggestion to the author is to add newer and relevant references

· The authors are advised to follow a uniform pattern for citation and references.


	

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


	· The authors cannot write a few simple meaningful sentences to convey an idea and express clearly and understandably the results reported by them.

· It’s entirely lacking proper English usage and structure

· The manuscript has a lot of inconsistencies. It is very difficult to read. There are plenty of punctuation mistakes. 


	

	Optional/General comments


	· The authors cannot write a few simple meaningful sentences to convey an idea and express clearly and understandably the results reported by them.

· It’s entirely lacking proper English usage and structure

· The manuscript has a lot of inconsistencies. It is very difficult to read. There are plenty of punctuation mistakes. 

· Need to include appropriate self-explanatory scientific keywords.

· No explanation is given for the selection of varying temperature and duration of the treatments.

· No clear explanation is given for the statistical tool used in the study.

· Suggestion to the author is to add newer and relevant references

· The authors are advised to follow a uniform pattern for citation and references.

· Modify the conclusion with highlighting the key observation and suggestions for future research work. 

· This study completely failed to draw the valid conclusion.

· However, the information presented here is not strong enough in order to be applied in a consistent way.
· I expect that your esteem journal considers the above points positively for the improvement of MS.
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