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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.


	The authors of this manuscript have an ambitious objective and draw on an interesting dataset. I thoroughly enjoyed reading this manuscript, and I believe it has a lot of promises. The objectives that this written work sets for handling and discussing a highly important topic are remarkable. This manuscript has been effectively organized, and categorized. The reported determinations reflect logic and are persuasive. This work presents an original contribution and is supported by strong experimental data.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title of this work is significant on the most fundamental level.
	

	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.


	Although the abstract is written well, it needs extra details.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	This work has a strong idea at its basic level. This well-written article's abstract provides extra information. The authors involved a wide range of fascinating side questions that assisted writers when responding to the work's primary topic.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	To support the writers' conclusions and points of view, the earliest references should also be included in the current work (the list of references is inadequate and out of date).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. In my opinion, the authors cannot make their current claims without considering their writings.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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