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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.


	The findings contribute valuable evidence that advances our understanding of the underlying mechanisms involved, offering a foundation for future investigations in the field. By integrating rigorous methodology with clear scientific rationale, the work presents results that can inform ongoing research efforts, guide experimental design, and potentially inspire new therapeutic strategies. Lastly, this manuscript addresses a significant gap in current scientific knowledge by providing new insights with substantial implications for both basic and translational research.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is generally clear and reflects the central theme of the manuscript. However, it could be strengthened by more explicitly highlighting the main variable, population of the study to enhance precision and discoverability.
	

	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 moderately comprehensive, but it could benefit from clearer emphasis on the study’s key findings and overall significance. I recommend that the abstract clearly outline the research gap, the specific methods employed, and the most significant quantitative or qualitative findings. It may also help to strengthen the conclusion by highlighting how the findings advance current knowledge or their potential practical implications.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound, with its conclusions generally supported by the data presented. The study employs appropriate methodologies and analytical approaches for the research question, and the results are interpreted in a logical and consistent manner. However, the scientific rigor could be further strengthened by clarifying certain methodological details, ensuring that all experimental conditions are fully described, and providing additional justification for key assumptions where necessary.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are written in different fonts, which shows a real weakness in this manuscript. The Author needs to ensure consistency 
	

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


	Yes, it is suitable 
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