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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.


	Generally, the authors of this manuscript have an ambitious objective and draw on an interesting dataset.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	At the most fundamental level, this work includes a powerful main 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.


	The abstract of this excellent piece of writing contains more details.  
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The differences from existing research have not been clearly stated. Inadequate connection between the introduction and research objectives.  Although the introduction part mentions the application potential of your goals, it does not clearly explain why the combination of your main goal.

The details of all experimental, and results were not easily understandable. Several equations and procedures are not stated with its references.  Lack of explanation of key parameters. 

It is difficult to comprehend all the complicated procedures along with specific results details because of the simplest diagrams, and images that are not included.

The earliest references should also be included in the present work to support the authors' recommendations and points of view. You should also provide a more detailed description of your decision's targets, including the particular pathway that you planned to implement.

The conclusion does not match the objectives in the introduction. The conclusion only summarizes the experimental results, does not respond to the scientific questions raised in the introduction nor points out the practical application potential or limitations of the research.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Inconsistent format of references. It is recommended to adopt one format and keep it consistent throughout the full text. The reference list is inadequate and out-of-date (recent references should be added up to 2025).
	

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


	Some sentences are redundant and the style is not concise enough. There are occasions when this manuscript's language and sentence structures are unintelligible. This article requires extensive language editing and a complete rewrite. Throughout the text, there are several verbs and phrases that are repeated.
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