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	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 addresses a relevant problem; however, the original contribution is not clearly distinguished from existing studies. The authors should explicitly state what is new in terms of theory, methodology, experimental setup, or analysis. A concise subsection in the Introduction clarifying how this work advances the current state of knowledge is strongly recommended.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Overly long and verbose – reduces clarity and impact.
 “Analysis of” is generic and does not emphasize contribution.

 Frequencies are too specific for the title level; better placed in the methodology or abstract. Lacks methodological or outcome emphasis (e.g., validation, comparison, performance evaluation). Capitalization style is inconsistent with most journal standards.


	

	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.


	Key methodological details are missing or insufficiently described, preventing reproducibility. The authors should clearly specify:

· Assumptions and boundary conditions

· Parameter selection rationale

· Step-by-step procedure or workflow
For experimental or computational studies, replication must be feasible based solely on the manuscript.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The results are presented without sufficient validation. The manuscript would benefit from:

· Comparison against established baseline methods or analytical models
· Error analysis or uncertainty quantification

· Sensitivity or parametric studies to demonstrate robustness


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Some references are outdated, incomplete, or not from reputable journals. The authors should:

· Prioritize peer-reviewed journal articles
· Ensure consistent citation formatting

· Remove marginally relevant references


	

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


	The manuscript contains grammatical errors, ambiguous phrasing, and repetitive explanations. For a high-impact journal, the authors should:

· Improve sentence structure and technical precision

· Avoid informal expressions

· Ensure consistent use of symbols and terminology
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	The manuscript addresses a topic of scientific interest; however, major revisions are required to meet the standards of a high-impact journal. Strengthening novelty articulation, methodological rigor, validation, and technical writing quality will substantially improve the manuscript’s publishability.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

The study does not involve human participants, animals, personal data, or medical experiments. Therefore, institutional ethical approval (IRB/IEC) is not required, but this should be explicitly stated in the manuscript.
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