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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.


	The article tackles a pertinent research issue and proposes a methodologically-accurate answer with adequate backing and comprehensive trials. The work is clear and easily reproducible due to figures, similarities and conclusions being presented clearly. The researchers working in similar areas may use this study as a reference, as well as this will add to the existing knowledge. By incorporating future scope and limitations, the manuscript could further strengthen its impact on 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 and accurately reflects the content and scope of the manuscript. No change is required.
	

	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.


	Yes, the abstract is comprehensive and well-structured. It clearly outlines the problem statement, methodology, and the significance of the results. No major additions or deletions are suggested, as the abstract already contains sufficient and relevant information.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct. The methodology is sound, data collection is adequate, and the results are presented in a detailed and logical manner. The conclusions drawn are well-supported by the experimental findings.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are not fully sufficient and require improvement. Several cited works are outdated, and the reference list would benefit from the inclusion of more recent and relevant studies. Additionally, the references are not formatted according to standard citation guidelines and should be revised for clarity and consistency.
	

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


	Yes, the language and overall English quality of the manuscript are suitable for scholarly communication. The content is clear and understandable, though minor grammatical and stylistic improvements could further enhance readability.
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