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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.


	The subject of the manuscript is relevant and timely, and it would add value to the scientific field in question. The results discussed in this research contribute to existing knowledge and introduce a new perspective that can be used in the future research and application. The study, by presenting the essential mechanisms and relationships can provide useful information to guide the scientists, policymakers, and professionals in the industry. Altogether, the work assists in addressing the gaps in literature and supports the scientific community in terms of knowledge about the topic.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, it is an appropriate title and captures the subject and the general theme of the manuscript well. It is clear, informative and in line with the objectives of the study.
	

	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 mostly thorough and reflects its purpose, methods, key findings, and conclusions in a very specific way. Nevertheless, it can be enhanced with the addition of more detailed quantitative findings to make it more effective. Also, a short statement of the overall implications of the findings would allow the readers to see the meaning of the study quickly. There is no need to make any deletions, but a minor refinement of accuracy can also enhance readability.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript seems to be scientifically valid. The research objectives are properly covered by the methodology, and results are provided in a logical and consistent way. The data supports the interpretations and the discussion is in accordance with the scientific principles. Some minor explanations might also contribute to the transparency but have no effect on the validity of the work.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The provided references are adequate and refer to the current and topical studies in the given field. Nevertheless, it would be helpful to add several newer publications that were published 3-5 years ago to enhance the literature support. I will be able to propose certain references, which might be necessary after examination of reference list.
	

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


	Yes, the quality of the language is satisfactory to communicate in academic context. The text is clear, well-organized, and readable, although a minor grammatical literature review can be used to enhance fluency and accuracy in some parts.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The article is distinctly structured and has meaning to the field. To a certain extent, the quality of the paper can be improved by making several methodological details clearer and including more more recent citations. The manuscript has a great potential to be published with slight modifications.

The article is mostly in good shape, scientifically sound and can be released once some slight corrections are made regarding the clarity, detail, or the structure.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	The manuscript does not show any major ethical concerns. The research seems to adhere to normal ethical standards to conduct research in the same field. In case of animals or human subjects, it should be well mentioned in the manuscript that a recognized ethics committee approved the presentation; in the present case, there are no ethical issues associated with the presented work.
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