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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 addresses an important problem that is of significant interest to the scientific community. The study contributes to advancing knowledge in its field by presenting a clear methodology, detailed analysis, and meaningful results. The work has the potential to be cited by other researchers as it provides a solid foundation for further studies. Its conclusions could influence future research directions and practical applications, making it valuable for both academia and industry.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is appropriate and accurately reflects the content and scope of the manuscript. It is concise and informative, allowing readers to understand the core focus of the study at a glance.
	

	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 is reasonably comprehensive, covering the research problem, methodology, results, and conclusions. However, it could benefit from slightly more emphasis on the approach and quantitative results (e.g., accuracy metrics, performance improvements) to highlight its contribution more strongly. This would enhance its appeal to readers during initial screening.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript appears to be scientifically sound. The methodology is well-structured, data is presented clearly, and results are consistent with the stated objectives. Statistical validation and discussion support the findings effectively. I did not notice any major methodological flaws or unsupported claims.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are adequate and include a mix of recent and foundational works. A few additional citations from the past two years could strengthen the related work section and position the manuscript within the context of the latest research.
	

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


	The manuscript is written in clear, scholarly English and is suitable for publication. Minor grammatical edits and smoothing of some sentences would further improve readability, but overall, the language quality is acceptable.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript shows appropriate use of citations and references, including PRISMA methodology sources, official policy documents, and academic literature
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