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	PART  1: Comments



	
	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 fills a vital gap in the body of knowledge that is currently existing and brings findings that add value to the scientific community. The research provides new information that can be utilized in the research directions and evidence-based practice in the future. The findings are well stated and can be used to enhance knowledge in the field in question. In general, the manuscript is value adding and contributes to the current scientific debates.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is suitable and accurately reflects the main focus and scope of the manuscript
	

	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 usually extensive. It presents the context, aim, methodology and main results quite well. Nevertheless, the authors can take into account the following: A more explicit declaration on the importance or the application of the findings. A summary of the key conclusion or recommendation in a single sentence. Improvement of these factors would make it more clear and effective.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is overall in a good state and is scientifically sound, although it lacks certain areas of clarity and depth. Part of the methodological information can be further described to increase the reproducibility, and a better analysis of the study limitations can be presented in the discussion section. Also, it would be nice to include even a few more recent references and make some modifications to the language as it would enhance the overall quality. These are minor problems but resolution of it would enhance rigour and readability of the manuscript.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references are adequate and include relevant recent literature. The sources are appropriate and support the arguments well.
	

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


	Yes, the manuscript is written in clear and understandable English. The language is appropriate for academic writing, with only minor improvements potentially needed for fluency or grammar.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The paper is organized logically and displays its results in a clear manner, however, some parts can be refined further to enhance the clarity and readability of the paper. 

Certain methodological specifics could be elaborated to provide the reader with a better insight into the way the research was performed and to increase the validity of the work. 

The discussion section could be improved by giving more acknowledgement to the limitations of the study and place the findings in the context of the general literature in a more profound manner.

Some recent sources can be added to provide additional evidence to the main points and make sure they are consistent with the current trends in the sphere. 

Some figures, tables, or explanations might require slight clarifications to simplify the results and make them easier to understand by the readers who are not experts in the subject. 

Although the quality of the language used is mostly good, slight grammatic, sentence, and academic tone editing would help the language further and improve its clarity and professionalism.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)


	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	No apparent ethical issues are identified in the manuscript. Ethical considerations, where relevant, appear to have been appropriately addressed.

	


Reviewer details:

Amita Fotedar, New Zealand

