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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 article is useful for students and researchers who will conduct the same research, but the method needs to be more detailed so that it can be reproduced by subsequent researchers.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes suitable but it needs to be shortened.
	

	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 contains the research objectives, a brief method, results, and conclusions.

However, it does not contain information regarding:

Statistical methods (e.g., experimental design, software).

Key quantitative values ​​(e.g., percent change).

Practical implications/novelty statement.

The current abstract structure is still a summary, not fully structured, especially for reputable journals.

Recommendations:

Add; Experimental design (RCBD), sample size, analysis software, Most significant data results, Novelty statement in one clear sentence.
	

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

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are recent and highly relevant (2020–2025) → very good. However, the reference format is inconsistent: The DOIs have different formats (some complete, some raw links).
Some URLs do not follow APA or Harvard style.There are spacing errors and formatting issues in journal volume and issue notations.
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