Title of the Manuscript:
Summary: Provide a brief paragraph outlining the paper's aim, main contributions, and strengths.
Review: Comment on the hypothesis, identify any inaccuracies, assess completeness and relevance of the topic, the identified knowledge gap, appropriateness of references, etc.
Please assess the following aspects:
· Novelty: Is the article original? Do the results contribute to new knowledge?
· Scope: Does the work fit the journal’s scope?
· Significance: Are the results interpreted correctly and are they significant? Are all conclusions justified and supported by the results?
· Quality: Is the article well-written? Are the data and analyses presented appropriately?
· Scientific Soundness: Is the study well-designed and technically sound? Are methods described in detail to allow for reproducibility?
· Overall Merit: Is there a clear benefit to publishing this work? Does it advance current knowledge?
· English Level: Is the English language appropriate and understandable?
· Ethics: If the reviewer identifies any unethical behavior related to the manuscript, such as scientific misconduct, fraud, or plagiarism, they should immediately report these concerns to the in-house editor.
Specific Comments: Refer to line numbers, tables, or figures to point out inaccuracies or unclear sentences. Focus on the scientific content.
Confidential Comments to the Editor: Please write any confidential comments if you find it necessary
Overall Recommendation: Please provide an overall recommendation for the next processing stage of the manuscript. Decisions on revisions, acceptances, or rejections must always be well justified. Choose from the following options:
· Accept in Present Form: Accepted without any further changes.
· Minor Revisions: The article can be accepted after revisions based on the reviewer’s comments.
· Major Revisions: Acceptance of the article will depend on the revisions made. The author must provide a point-by-point response or a rebuttal if some of the reviewer’s comments cannot be addressed.
· Reject: The article has serious flaws, lacks originality, and may be rejected without the option for resubmission to the journal.
Files attached in addition to this review (Yes/No): For example, corrections highlighted in the manuscript.

Would you like to review the revised version of the manuscript submitted by the authors? Yes/No

