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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.


	The title of the article was consistent with suggested method in the text. The abstract of the article is complete from the point of view of scientific writing.

This article has keywords. In the introduction, the importance of the research topic is stated. The purpose of the study is stated according to previous studies.  One of the strengths of this article is the comparison of research findings with similar studies.

There are some of grammar mistakes and typos in manuscript. This manuscript is well written, adequately structured and interesting. I recommend this manuscript for the publication.

Is a nice Review Article, the manuscript requires revision.

- Please observe the correct spacing between comma and the rest of the sentence.
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	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.


	
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	· In the references section, references of recent years should be used. The references should be made according to the format of the journal. 
· The quality of references (in terms of novelty) needs to be improved.
	

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


	
	

	Optional/General comments


	This manuscript is well written, adequately structured and interesting. I recommend this manuscript for the publication.

I hope that these propositions will facilitate the improvement of the manuscript.
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