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Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct
the manuscript and highlight that part in the
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his/her feedback here)

Compulsory REVISION comments

1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community? 1. Yes
(Please write few sentences on this manuscript)

2. Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title) 2. Yes

3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive?

3. Yes
4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate?
5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct? 4. Yes
6. Arethe references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestion of 5. Yes
additional references, please mention in the review form.
(Apart from above mentioned 6 points, reviewers are free to provide 6. yes
additional suggestions/comments)
Minor REVISION comments
1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly good
communications?
Optional/General comments Although the study provides a novel and intriguing way for enhancing optimal trading strategy, it

may be more logically structured. Rearranging the manuscript into discrete sections like
Introduction, Methodology, Experimental Setup, Results and Discussion, and Conclusion can help it
flow better. The theoretical foundations, algorithmic details, experimental findings, and overall
contributions would be easier to understand for readers thanks to this approach, which would also
make it simpler for readers to follow the research's logical progression.

If the introduction provided a brief description of the significance of Multirepresentation-Based
Physics Modules Implemented to Enhance Students' Critical Thinking Skills, the work would be
more approachable to a wider audience.
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