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	PART  1: Comments


	
	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.

	  
1. Scientifically, it adds new knowledge to the field of science.
  2. It has a new message to offer to the scientific community of its related field.
  3. Its text and contents have comprehensive scientific value.
4. It has innovation and originality of research. The research presented has new ideas and concepts that can add to scientific knowledge and accelerate scientific advances.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	  
 Yes, it fits the text of the article.

 The title of the article not only represents the content of the research, but also indicates the accuracy and          creativity of the researcher and helps to identify and distinguish the research, attract the attention and attraction of the audience, and is a criterion for evaluation and selection.

In this article, 1. The title focuses on the main content of the research. 2. Simple and concise. 3. Use effective keywords
   
	

	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 structure of the abstract includes a statement of the research topic, purpose, research method, results, and conclusions that have been adhered to.

It is usually better to write the abstract after writing the entire article, because the abstract should reflect all the main parts of the article.

In this article, the structure of the abstract has been followed, and the statement of the research topic is well written and scientific.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	
Yes, it is scientifically and structurally correct.
The article is written correctly and unambiguously, and scientific terminology is used correctly.
The precise and clear writing of the article is another important criterion in the review of articles. The article must be written in a way that readers can easily understand the concepts and results of the research.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	
Most of the sources are adequate, up-to-date, and from 2021 to 2025.
In addition, he used a very old source, for example, 2006.
References in scientific articles play a vital role in the credibility, ethics, and reliability of research. Accurate references are very effective in preventing plagiarism and respecting the intellectual property rights of authors.

Authors should cite internationally recognized activities and findings rather than reviewing useless studies.
	

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

	
Yes, the language quality is approved.
	

	Optional/General comments

	
The article contributes to the advancement of knowledge in the relevant field.
The article contains new ideas and findings.
The research methods used in the article are valid and appropriate.
The article is written in clear and precise language.
The article has a logical and systematic structure.
High scientific goals as a result of new and innovative research:
Providing original and innovative research methods and research results in the relevant field
Sharing the results of research conducted with the aim of increasing the knowledge of the scientific and academic community
Rationalizing the published results of a scientific study
Providing a scientific critique in a specific field
Summing up a specific scientific issue
Therefore, this difference in point of view requires that a professional article writer - regardless of his main goal - pay attention to the goals of the referees and editors when writing the text version of the article. Only in this way will he greatly increase the chances of his article being accepted.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)


	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

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