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	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 manuscript contributes significantly to the scientific community, as it addresses a significant problem within its domain and provides a structured analysis based on up-to-date research practices. The study has improved knowledge of the subject matter by intertwining appropriate theoretical perspectives with practical observations, hence useful for both a researcher and a practitioner. The findings developed the ongoing scholarly discussion and might serve as a basis for future studies, either empirical or applied. On the whole, the work contributed to knowledge advancement and further investigation in the area of research.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is generally suitable and reflects the central focus of the manuscript. It clearly communicates the subject and scope of the study to the target academic audience.
	

	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 very informative about what and why this particular work is done and its particular area of research. The problem or topic of this particular piece of research is introduced with adequate academic viability in this particular section of work. The quality of this work would increase with a mention of what particular methodological approach this piece of work followed or what specific findings were made or what are its specific implications. However, there is not enough length incorporated to make this additional detail part of this section of work.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript appears to be sound in all aspects of its overall scientific quality since it is well-structured in both a methodological and argumentative sense, consistent with other prevailing theoretical principles and assumptions pertinent to the study field, in addition to being well-linked to pertinent supporting literature. The overall academic quality of the manuscript appears to be acceptable in all dimensions of what it means to be academically sound in terms of its overall level of rigor or validity and coherence, in addition to being well-linked to the underlying level of assumptions pertinent to the subject overall.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references cited are relevant and adequate to support the study. Most sources are appropriate for the topic and reflect foundational and applied research.

Suggested improvement:
· Including a few more recent references (2022–2024) would enhance the manuscript’s currency and demonstrate engagement with the latest developments in the field.
	

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


	Yes, the manuscript is written in clear and formal academic English. The terminology is used consistently, and the text is generally easy to follow. Minor grammatical or stylistic revisions may be required to improve fluency and readability, but these do not detract from the overall quality of the work.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	No ethical issues are apparent in this manuscript.
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