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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.


	The results of this research presented in this article are original, except that the article is very inproperly presented. Therefore, in order to give it its full scientific value, the article deserves to be presented and organized in a way that highlights its scientific value. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is correct
	

	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 correctly written but needs to be rearranged. In the first paragraph, there is the introduction and methodology. Therefore, the sentence highlighted in yellow needs to be moved to the first paragraph, while the text highlighted in green needs to be grouped together to form the conclusion of the abstract.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The data is correct, but the work is improperly presented. The introduction consists of two parts, one being an introduction and the other a literature review. Having read both parts, I find that they are essentially the same. In my opinion, the literature review is well presented and the two should be combined by grouping the ideas together, which would make for a good introduction.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	There are three references that are too old and should be replaced with more recent articles: Farnsworth (1966); Sofowora (1993); Blois (1958).
	

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


	The language is correct and acceptable.
	

	Optional/General comments


	This article needs to be rearranged in the following style: Abstract – Introduction – Materials and methods – Results – Discussion – Conclusion – References. 

Some parts are not visible in this article. The discussion should not consist of only three paragraphs.

The authors should also pay attention to the formatting. There are tables without titles and figures with two titles.

The text highlighted in yellow should be corrected and the text highlighted in green should be deleted.

Scientific names should be italicized.
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	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 detail)

No
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