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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 (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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.

	This study analyzes EEG signal by using resonance scanning before EEG-guided adaptive stimulation and shows improved frequency band powers alongwith decrease in number of errors during word recognition test. The study explained how Resonance Scanning when used with EEG-guided adaptive stimulation can be used in stress management.
	

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

	The title of the manuscript can be improved by using term like “Stress management” or something related to it. 
	

	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 manuscript is fine.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct, the queries regarding the content are as follows-

1. The author could clarify the criteria for selecting sampling frequency of 128 Hz. Also, have they considered 256Hz of frequency for better results?
2. It is mentioned in the manuscript that, “subjects were presented with music-line signals resemblinh the timbre of a flute”. Could the author provide more details about how the signal was simulated alongwith details of software and signal features to mimic the flute’s timbre?
3. Could the author explain how this study can help in a real-world scenario during EEG diagnosis?

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	References are sufficient.
	

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

	
Not very good, but acceptable.



	

	Optional/General comments

	



	









	PART  2: 


	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with the reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

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

	






Reviewer details:
Akanksha Parihar, University Institute of Technology (UIT-RGPV), India

Created by: DR	              Checked by: PM                                             Approved by: MBM	   	Version: 3 (05-12-2024)	
