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	PART  1: Comments



	
	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 addresses a relevant and contemporary research problem that contributes to the growing body of knowledge in computer science and applied research domains. The study offers useful insights into both theoretical and practical dimensions of the subject, making it valuable for researchers, academicians, and practitioners. By integrating existing literature with empirical or analytical investigation, the work enhances understanding of current trends and challenges in the field. Overall, the manuscript has the potential to stimulate further research and practical applications if refined appropriately.
	

	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 and scope of the manuscript.
However, the authors may consider making it slightly more specific by highlighting the key method, dataset, or application domain to improve clarity 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 provides a general overview of the study; however, it can be strengthened.
It is recommended to clearly include:

· The research problem or gap addressed

· The methodology or approach used

· Key findings or results

· Major implications or contributions

Reducing background information and emphasizing outcomes will improve its effectiveness.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript appears to be scientifically sound in terms of its conceptual framework and overall approach. The methods used are appropriate for the research objectives, though some methodological steps would benefit from clearer explanation and justification. Minor clarifications and additional details would enhance reproducibility and rigor.
	

	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 relevant and appropriate. However, the manuscript would benefit from including more recent studies (last 3–5 years) to better reflect current developments in the field. Adding a few high-impact journal articles would strengthen the literature foundation.
	

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


	The language is understandable and suitable for scholarly communication. Nevertheless, there are instances of grammatical errors, awkward sentence constructions, and repetition.
	

	Optional/General comments


	· Improve coherence between sections, especially between literature review and methodology.

· Ensure all figures and tables are clearly labeled and referenced in the text.

· Avoid redundancy in explanations across sections.


	


	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)
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