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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 findings presented in this manuscript offer valuable insights that contribute meaningfully to the existing body of scientific knowledge. The results validate the proposed approach By addressing a relevant gap in the literature, this study provides a strengthened foundation for researchers, practitioners, and policymakers working in this field. Overall, the manuscript has the potential to advance scientific understanding and support evidence-based decision-making


	

	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 of the article is comprehensive and effectively précises the key components of the study, including its objectives, methodology, major findings, and overall significance. It provides a clear and concise overview that enables readers to understand the essence of the research without requiring additional details. At this stage, no additions or deletions are necessary, as the abstract is well-structured, complete, and aligns with standard academic expectations.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound and presents its concepts, methodology, and results accurately.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references cited in the manuscript are sufficient and appropriately cover the relevant literature published between January 2010 and September 2024. They reflect recent developments in the field and adequately support the study’s theoretical framework, methodology, and findings. At this stage, no additional references are required, as the current list is comprehensive and well-aligned with the scope of the research.
	

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


	Yes, the language and overall English quality of the article are suitable for scholarly communication. The writing is clear, precise, and well-structured, allowing readers to understand the concepts and findings without difficulty. The manuscript maintains an appropriate academic tone and meets the standards expected for publication.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Overall, the manuscript is well-prepared and demonstrates strong academic rigor. The objectives, methodology, and findings are clearly presented and contribute meaningfully to the relevant field of study. The writing quality, structure, and reference support are all appropriate for scholarly publication. I find the manuscript suitable for further processing without the need for major revisions.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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