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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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.


	Very important of this manuscript for the scientific community.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes
	

	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 requires improvement to provide a concise summary of the study. Please ensure it includes the objective, methodology, key findings, and conclusion in a structured format. Avoid excessive details and focus on the most significant aspects of the research
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
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	Optional/General comments


	As a reviewer providing feedback to the manuscript writer, your comments should be constructive, specific, and focused on helping the writer improve their work. Here's an example of how you can structure your feedback for each point:



1. Graphical Abstract: Inappropriate Diagram
Comment:
"The graphical abstract does not effectively represent the core findings or essence of the study. I suggest revising it to ensure it aligns with the study's objectives and key results. Consider using a more simplified and visually engaging diagram to enhance the reader's understanding of the manuscript's contribution."



2. Abstract
Comment:
"The abstract requires improvement to provide a concise summary of the study. Please ensure it includes the objective, methodology, key findings, and conclusion in a structured format. Avoid excessive details and focus on the most significant aspects of the research."



3. Introduction
Comment:
"The introduction lacks a clear articulation of the research gap and the study's significance. I recommend revising it to highlight the context and rationale for the study more effectively. Adding relevant references and refining the research objectives will strengthen this section."



4. Result Table
Comment:
"The result table requires attention to clarity and formatting. Please ensure that all data are accurately labeled, statistical analyses (if any) are clearly presented, and the table adheres to the journal's formatting guidelines. Additional annotations or footnotes may help improve interpretability."



5. Bibliography
Comment:
"The bibliography contains inconsistencies and formatting errors. Please ensure that all references are cited in accordance with the journal's required style. Double-check for missing details such as author names, publication years, page numbers, and DOI links where applicable."



General Suggestions:

· Encourage the writer to cross-check all corrections against the journal's submission guidelines.

· Offer to review the revisions if they need further clarification or assistance.

· Be supportive and emphasize that these changes will improve the manuscript's overall quality and impact.
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