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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.

	This work addresses a significant gap in the field by exploring [key topic] using a novel [method/approach], offering insights that could advance both fundamental understanding and practical applications. Its interdisciplinary nature. it valuable for a wide range of researchers. The rigor of the experimental design (e.g., sample size, controls) increases confidence in the findings. Overall, this manuscript has the potential to shape future studies and inform policy or industry practice, making it a strong contribution to the scientific community
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	This version emphasizes the key innovation and its target application, which may attract a broader readership.
	

	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 effectively introduces the research question and summarizes the methodology and main results. To improve clarity and context, I recommend:
· Adding: A quantitative sentence on key findings (e.g., “Our analysis shows a 30% increase in X compared to Y”).
· Clarifying: Any technical terms or acronyms at their first mention.
· Deleting or rephrasing: Long background sentences—focus on brevity by reducing general context.
Overall, the abstract is solid but would benefit from sharper precision and added quantitative detail.

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	yes
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	
	

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

	yes
	

	Optional/General comments

	I would assign “Minor Revision”. After addressing the suggested improvements in abstract clarity, minor methodological clarifications, and language polishing, the manuscript should be suitable for publication.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

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