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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.


	This manuscript provides valuable insights that contribute to the advancement of knowledge in its field. The findings presented help address existing gaps in the literature and offer new perspectives that may guide future research. Additionally, the study’s methodology and results can serve as a useful reference for researchers and practitioners working on related topics. Overall, this work has the potential to stimulate further scientific discussion and support continued progress within the scientific community.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title of the article is suitable. It clearly reflects the main objective and scope of the study and effectively communicates the key topic addressed in the manuscript. The title is concise, informative, and helps readers quickly understand the focus of the research. Therefore, no alternative title is necessary.
	

	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 comprehensive and provides a clear overview of the study, including the research objective, methodology, and main findings. It effectively summarizes the key aspects of the manuscript and helps readers quickly understand the purpose and significance of the research. However, it may benefit from briefly emphasizing the main results and their scientific implications to strengthen its impact. Overall, only minor improvements are suggested, and no major additions or deletions are necessary.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript appears to be scientifically sound. The research is presented in a logical and systematic manner, and the methodology used is appropriate for addressing the research objectives. The analysis and interpretation of the results are consistent with the data presented, and the conclusions are supported by the findings of the study. Overall, the manuscript demonstrates scientific rigor and contributes meaningfully to the relevant field of research.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references cited in the manuscript are relevant; however, they are not sufficiently recent. It is recommended that the authors update the reference list by including more recent studies, particularly those published between 2021 and 2026, to better reflect the latest developments in the field. Incorporating recent literature will strengthen the scientific background of the study and demonstrate that the research is aligned with current trends and findings. Recent references are important because they ensure that the manuscript is based on up-to-date knowledge and improves the credibility and relevance of the research.
	

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


	The English language is generally appropriate for academic communication, but minor grammatical and stylistic revisions are recommended to improve clarity and readability.
	

	Optional/General comments


	I recommend minor revision for this manuscript. The study is generally well-structured and scientifically sound, and it contributes to the relevant research field. However, the authors should update and expand the reference list by including more recent studies, particularly from 2021–2026, to better reflect the latest developments in the field. Aside from this minor improvement, the manuscript is suitable for publication after revision.
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	You are hereby suggested to include following recent references to improve the quality of the manuscript.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)
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