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	Reviewer’s comment
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	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 study is important to the scientific community as it contributes new insights and evidence that advance current understanding in the field. By addressing a clearly defined gap in existing literature, the study strengthens the theoretical and empirical foundation upon which future research can build. Its methodology and findings offer valuable reference points for scholars, practitioners, and policymakers, encouraging further investigation and application. Overall, the work supports the continuous development of knowledge and promotes informed, evidence-based decision-making within the discipline
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title of the article is suitable, as it clearly reflects the focus and scope of the study. It is concise, informative, and aligned with the content of the manuscript, allowing readers to easily understand the subject and relevance of the research. 
	

	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.


	Yes, the abstract is generally comprehensive; however, it would benefit from a more detailed discussion of the methodology. In particular, explicitly including the data analysis procedures used in the study would further strengthen its clarity, rigor, and transparency.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript appears to be scientifically sound, as it is grounded in established theories, employs appropriate research design and analytical methods, and presents results that are logically derived from the data. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions for additional references, please mention them in the review form.


	The references are sufficient; however, not all of them are recent. It is recommended to limit the literature primarily to studies published within the last ten years to ensure the manuscript reflects current theoretical developments and empirical findings. 
	

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


	Yes, the language and overall English quality of the article are generally suitable for scholarly communication. The writing is clear, formal, and appropriate for an academic audience. However, minor grammatical edits may further improve clarity, coherence, and readability.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Please revisit the methodology section and present it in a more comprehensive and detailed manner. Additionally, review the manuscript carefully to correct minor grammatical lapses and improve overall clarity.
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