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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.
	Fair
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	Fair
	

	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.
	Fair
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Fair
	

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

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

	Optional/General comments
	Kindly follow these comments and suggestion carefully:


1- The title is unorganized from a scientific point of view; it should be modified.

2- The highlights didn’t express about the manuscript results.

3- In keywords should arranged alphabetically.

4- The abstract very brief compare with the results of the paper.

5- The introduction is too long, it didn't focus on the problem, and didn't show the past and recent studies in an organized way.

6- The introduction was not at the required level, which lists previous research in the order and use of processing methods.

7- The introduction part must be containing a huge number modern references about the subject.

8- The aim of the research is almost missing and was not explained separately, at the end of the introduction, the authors explained the procedure and sequence of work, and didn't focus on the aim of the study.

9- The Method needs to rewrite and modified to be more suitable.

10- The manuscript contains some information on the field, but tables do not provide a complete and updated snapshot of the situation.

11- There are a lot of grammar errors and misspellings in the context. The authors should take a close look and rewrite it.

12- There is a huge confused when the authors describe the removal process.

13- Most of the references are not relevant to the subject and others are repeated, it was distributed on the text randomly. References distribution shown in a worst way in the text.

14- References, should be written according to one of the references management program such as(Mendeley, Endnote.	etc.).

15- The results and conclusion are repeated in many papers before.

16- The Conclusions are very brief compare with the results of the paper.

17- What is the main conclusion from this study? Conclusion also needs to be rewritten. Include the following: new concepts and innovations demonstrated in this study, summary of findings, comparison with findings by other researchers, and concluding remark.

18- I think that the authors were not successful in presenting their study well due to the large size of the research topic and thus they missed the correct method of discussion and comparison. It was suggested to rewrite the research, divide it and discuss each part separately and compare with other parts and previous studies.

19- Can the authors provide some economical aspects of this study?

20- Most of the references are not relevant to the subject and it was distributed on the text randomly.

21- References: There are many references are not adjacent with this study. The authors need to take note in the revision stage and cite relevant references including high impact journal to make the manuscript in broad range readers. Also, the numbers of references need to be extended in the revision stage.

22- The suggestion to authors follows these articles:

-	10.1016/j.inoche.2026.116138

-	10.1080/00194506.2025.2560907

-	10.1504/IJEWM.2022.10036258

-	10.1080/00194506.2025.2461171

-	10.1080/00194506.2023.2254304

-	10.22090/JWENT.2023.04.006

-	10.1016/j.dwt.2024.100050

23- The figures need to re- plot in high resolution prefers in origin program.

24- Please proofread the manuscript and seek assistance from a native speaker. There are sections and sentences that are not understood by the present writing.

25- The authors should be establishing a new table for abbreviation after the conclusion section to define many unknown symbols in this manuscript.
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