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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 manuscript provides a valuable contribution to the scientific community by addressing a relevant and timely research problem with clear methodological rigor. The analysis presented enhances current understanding in the field and offers insights that can guide future research as well as practical applications. The results are well supported by data, and the modeling/experimental framework adds novelty to the existing literature. Overall, the manuscript holds significance for both researchers and practitioners working in this area.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is suitable as it accurately reflects the scope, methodology, and objectives of the manuscript. It is concise, informative, and aligned with the core scientific content. No changes are necessary.
	

	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 generally comprehensive and summarizes the key components of the study, including the objective, methodology, and major findings. However, it would benefit from the inclusion of one or two quantitative results to strengthen its impact and provide clearer insight into the study’s outcomes. Additionally, a concluding statement on the broader implications or potential applications of the findings would enhance completeness.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound. The methodology is clearly presented, the analytical procedures are appropriate, and the results are interpreted logically. The study follows a coherent scientific framework, and the conclusions are supported by the data. Minor clarifications in certain sections could improve readability, but the scientific correctness remains strong.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references cited are generally adequate and include both foundational literature and recent studies relevant to the topic. However, adding a few more recent publications from the last three to five years would further strengthen the literature support and highlight current advancements. If there are specific emerging works closely related to the manuscript’s theme, including those would be beneficial.
	

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


	Yes, the language quality is appropriate for scholarly communication. The manuscript is written clearly and maintains academic tone throughout. Minor grammatical polishing and sentence restructuring in some sections could improve flow, but overall, the English is suitable for publication.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript is well structured and presents a coherent flow from introduction to conclusion. Figures and tables are appropriate and aid in understanding the results. The authors may consider enhancing the discussion by comparing their findings with recent related works to highlight the study’s novelty more effectively. With minor revisions, this manuscript has strong potential for acceptance.
The manuscript demonstrates strong scientific value, clear methodology, and relevant findings. A few minor revisions in clarity, organization, and reference updating will enhance the overall quality before publication.
	


	PART  2: 



	
	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)


	


Reviewer details:

A. Eswari, Tamil Nadu Agricultural University, India
Created by: DR
              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM
   
Version: 3 (07-07-2024)

