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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 manuscript addresses an important scientific topic that contributes valuable knowledge to its field. The study provides relevant data and insights that can support future research and practical applications. Its findings may help improve understanding of the subject and guide further exploration by the scientific community. Overall, the work adds meaningful value to current literature
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is generally suitable and reflects the main theme of the manuscript. However, it may be improved by making it more specific and focused on the key variables or methodology presented in 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 generally clear and informative, summarizing the objectives, methodology, main findings, and conclusions. However, it could be strengthened by adding specific numerical results, clarifying the methodological approach, and ensuring that the conclusion clearly reflects the significance of the outcomes.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	the manuscript appears scientifically sound, and the research methods and interpretations are appropriate.

Minor improvements may be required in data presentation and clarity of explanations, but the scientific foundation is acceptable.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Most references are appropriate and relevant. Adding more recent studies from the last 3–5 years would
	

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


	The English language quality is acceptable for scholarly communication. Minor grammatical and stylistic edits

may help improve clarity and coherence.
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	The manuscript presents useful findings and contributes to the field. Improving result presentation, updating some references, and refining language will enhance its overall quality and impact.
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