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	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 content of the research resonates with the journal’s thematic priorities, indicating its potential as a valuable contribution.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes

	

	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 is concise and well-written. However, it is may be presented it in paragraph form without subheadings.  In the results section of the abstract, the percentage symbol (%) is used both inside and outside of parentheses. As per academic writing conventions, the % symbol should be used only within parentheses, while the term 'per cent' should be written out when used outside. Please revise accordingly.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
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