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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.


	This manuscript deals with an important topic in the field of environmental sciences. It contributes to understanding the relationship between [insert study focus, e.g., climate change and environmental sustainability], which is of increasing concern to policymakers, researchers, and practitioners. The findings could provide useful insights for future studies and may support decision-making in the field. However, the manuscript requires improvement in structure, clarity, and methodological detail to maximize its scientific impact.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is generally suitable
	

	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 presents the general scope of the study but lacks clarity in describing the methods and specific results. It should include:

· A brief description of the methodology.

· Clear mention of key results with quantitative findings.

· A stronger conclusion stating the implications.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript addresses a relevant problem, but the methodology is not described in sufficient detail. The analysis is presented but not adequately supported by comparison with previous studies. The scientific validity would be strengthened if the methods were explained more clearly and if the discussion linked findings to recent literature.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are partially sufficient, but some are outdated. More recent studies (from the past 5 years) should be included, particularly those that deal with [insert related field/topic]. Please ensure that all references follow the journal’s citation style.
	

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


	The manuscript needs significant English language editing. Several sentences are grammatically incorrect or awkwardly phrased. Professional language polishing is recommended to improve readability and academic style.
	

	Optional/General comments


	· Figures and tables should be more clearly labeled and referenced in the text.

· Define abbreviations at first use.

· Conclusions should be concise and highlight the practical implications of the work.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

No ethical issues are identified in this manuscript.
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