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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.

	1.⁠ ⁠Regardless of the type of research, the abstract is unclear because it does not describe the brief background, diagnosis, intervention, and outcome.
2.⁠ ⁠This book is very interesting because it is the latest research, but structurally it is rather difficult to understand because after the introduction, it immediately discusses other parts that are the results of the research.
3. Not all references are listed, making it difficult to understand whether the results mentioned under the introduction are the author's findings or merely comparisons between one gap and another, or whether all chapters have references.
4. The overview table is quite good because it shows the results of several other studies.



	

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

	Yes.  the  the tittle of article suitable
	

	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 is unclear, making the direction of the writing difficult to understand. It needs to be supplemented with the following criteria:
1.⁠ ⁠Add the scope of the discussion to the abstract, if possible, and include it in the structure of the writing.
2.⁠ ⁠This abstract may include gaps between this writing and the previous book.
3.⁠ ⁠Add a clear objective to the abstract.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	Overall, the manuscript is very scientific, but the structure needs improvement.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	References need to be added, especially in all paragraphs, so that the opinions expressed in each sentence clearly indicate their sources.
	

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

	

Yes, the article suitable for scholarly communications?



	

	Optional/General comments

	

1. Abstract Needs improvement because it is still very descriptive. Improvements should include a statement of the problem.
Literature review and contributions of this book.
2. Add references to each sentence.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with 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 details)
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