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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 proposed study will produce and provide statistical information from the obtained literature, such as the type, country, institution and author of the literature. It can reveal to researchers how they can find the best field or best journal to succeed in their publication.

The proposed research work will explore and analyze large volumes of scientific data. It will encourage greater institutional participation, greater collaboration of research at national and international level, attract young talent into science and set-up sophisticated instrument facilities for education and research in the country.

The proposed topic would lead to quality publications. The output of the research will contribute to the improve competences in the teaching and learning process.
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	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.


	Avoid Phrasing in abstract and condensed to limited words.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	correct
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	Inconsistencies in references

Several references are software or OS websites, which are unnecessary.

Bott & Stinson (2019) is not the creator of PoP—incorrect reference.

Add more recent references and stick to scholarly sources.
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	Major Areas for Improvement

1. Introduction

      Suggested Improvements:

       1.1 Clarify the importance of evaluating regional journals.

       1.2 Expand slightly on why Google Scholar is chosen over Scopus/Web of Science, but mention its limitations early.

2. Add latest Literature review and research gaps

3. Results and Discussion

     3.1 Repetition: Some findings are repeated across different sections.

     3.2   2024 data is included but appears to be partial; this should be made clear early and perhaps excluded from trend interpretation.

4. Conclusion

      Improvements:

     4.1 Avoid repetition from the abstract.

     4.2 Add future directions more explicitly 

5. References

      Inconsistencies:

      5.1 Several references are software or OS websites, which are unnecessary.

      5.2 Bott & Stinson (2019) is not the creator of PoP—incorrect reference.
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