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Please write a few sentences regarding the This manuscript is important for the scientific community as it addresses a significant gap in
importance of this manuscript for the scientific current research, providing valuable insights that could inform future studies. The authors
community. Why do you like (or dislike) this employ innovative methodologies that enhance the reliability of their findings, making a
manuscript? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be | meaningful contribution to the field. | appreciate this manuscript for its clarity and well-
required for this part. structured presentation, which effectively communicates complex ideas to a broad audience.

Overall, its implications for both academic research and practical applications make it a
noteworthy addition to the literature.
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Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do The abstract of the article is quite comprehensive, effectively summarizing the key objectives,

you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some methods, results, and conclusions. It provides a clear overview of the study, which is essential
points in this section? Please write your for engaging readers. However, | suggest adding a brief statement about the broader
suggestions here. implications of the findings to enhance its impact. Additionally, including specific metrics or

key results could strengthen the abstract further by giving readers a clearer sense of the
study's significance. Overall, it's a solid abstract that could benefit from these minor
enhancements.

Are subsections and structure of the manuscript It lacks discussion and recommendation. It needs rework
appropriate?

Please write a few sentences regarding the The scientific correctness of this manuscript is commendable, as it demonstrates a thorough
scientific correctness of this manuscript. Why do | understanding of the topic and employs appropriate methodologies. The data presented are
you think that this manuscript is scientifically well-analysed, with clear statistical support for the conclusions drawn. Additionally, the authors
robust and technically sound? A minimum of 3-4 | provide a comprehensive review of relevant literature, which strengthens the context and
sentences may be required for this part. rationale for their research. Overall, the manuscript is scientifically robust and technically

sound, making a valuable contribution to the field.
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