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Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.
	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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 a comprehensive analysis of road accidents influenced by various factors. The table effectively illustrates the impact of these factors on fatalities, making the information easier to understand.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes
	

	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 already aligned with the mentioned title. No further refinement is needed.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the structured approach along with the provided details, equations and statistical analysis is relevant.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient.
	

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


	1. On pages 2 and 3, multiple references ([24-28], [29-35]) are cited, but Reference [24] already includes all necessary details.
2. Fig 1 – Human factors mentioned in the diagram need a proper line spacing.
3. Some references DOI is missing. 
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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


	

	Are there competing interest issues in this manuscript?
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