Editor’s Comment:
I have carefully reviewed the revised manuscript under consideration, along with the authors’ responses to the reviewers. Unfortunately, the revisions do not adequately address the core points raised during peer review. Specifically:
[bookmark: _GoBack]- The title has not been revised in line with the reviewer’s request, despite the authors’ claim to have done so.
-  The requested changes to the Introduction and Methods sections have not been implemented.
- Instead of comprehensive revisions, the Discussion and Conclusion sections have only been supplemented with brief additions totaling approximately four sentences.
- Although all reviewers requested an update of the references, the list has not been meaningfully refreshed; only one new reference has been added.
- The manuscript’s English language, previously identified as needing improvement, does not show evidence of substantive editing.
To uphold the journal’s standards, I recommend returning the manuscript to the authors for revision. I would be pleased to reassess a thoroughly revised submission that addresses these points.
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