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	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.


	
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
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	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
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	Optional/General comments


	1.) The manuscript is technically consistent in terms of its scope and content. The topic is relevant to the field of geophysics and seismic tomography, and the study presents a comprehensive dataset and methodology that are generally coherent with the stated objectives.

2.) The unnecessarily some long sentences in the text of the article disrupt the flow of the article. Instead, simpler and clearer sentences should be used. It is recommended that the article be revised.

3.) There are no studies in the literature covering the last two years (2024-2025). A comprehensive literature review should be conducted and studies from the last two years should be added to the article.
4.) Figure captions are too long and the figure sizes are not consistent. Figures should be of the same size and aligned. Figure captions should be no more than two lines.

5.) Results, discussion, and results again headings are not appropriate for the integrity of the article. General results should be given under the heading “conclusions,” and the results and discussion section should be given under a single heading if possible.

6.) The tasks to be performed under the Methodology heading should be listed in short bullet points, followed by explanations of these points.

7.) Figures should be placed on a single page whenever possible. If this is not possible, the page number to which each figure belongs should be indicated on both pages for figures that do not fit on a single page. In this state, it is unclear which page number each figure belongs to.
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