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Table Correction
There was an omission in the original publication [1]. The manuscript did not include a

disclosure of the use of generative artificial intelligence tools during manuscript preparation,
as required by MDPI editorial policy.

A correction has been made to Section 2 (Materials and Methods), inserted as a new
paragraph at the beginning of the section:

“Generative AI (Copilot) (Pro version integrated in office 365, USA) was utilized
during the final manuscript preparation solely for the purpose of translation checking and
language editing. The AI tool was not used in the research process, data analysis, or the
generation of the original manuscript text.”

References
In the original publication [1], the authors used an AI assistant, Copilot (Pro version in-

tegrated in office 365 USA), to help check the translation and perform editorial adaptations,
during which errors were unintentionally introduced: the tool incorrectly modified several
citations, in some cases creating references that do not exist. References [1–5,7–9,13–17]
contained formatting inconsistencies, including mixed citation styles, inconsistent punc-
tuation, and non-standard abbreviations. References [1–5,7–9,13–17] are thus replaced.
All references have been corrected to comply with MDPI reference formatting guidelines.
The corrected reference list is provided below. The order of some references has been
adjusted accordingly.
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The authors state that the scientific conclusions are unaffected. This correction was
approved by the Academic Editor. The original publication has also been updated.
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