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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.


	Scientific manuscripts are essential for advancing scientific knowledge by disseminating research findings, methodologies, and conclusions. They provide a structured platform for researchers to share their work with peers, allowing for scrutiny, validation, and ultimately, building upon existing discoveries. This continuous exchange and evaluation of ideas contribute significantly to scientific progress, inform clinical practices, guide future research directions, and ultimately benefit society.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, title of the article suitable so every points are related to the title. 
	

	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.


	This paper abstract is okay, keywords is okay, and abstract content and other definitions are good. This paper essence these abstract.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Assessing the scientific correctness of a manuscript is a core aspect of peer review and involves scrutinizing several key areas: research question or hypothesis and data collection and analysis?
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Different disciplines have varying expectations for the regency of references. In fast-moving fields in technology, recent sources (ideally within the last 5-6 years) are generally more important, while fields like history or philosophy may prioritize classic or foundational works. It's crucial to ensure that the references in a research paper or scholarly work are both sufficient and recent to establish the credibility and validity of the research.
	

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


	In scholarly communication, strong English language quality is essential for effective dissemination and impact of research. Articles written in strong English are more likely to be read, cited, and have a greater impact within the scientific community.
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	The "Optional/General Comments" section of a review form serves as a valuable space to provide overall feedback and broader perspectives on a scholarly work that may not fit neatly into specific sections like references or language quality.
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