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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 manuscript presents a comprehensive overview and implementation framework for cloud-based deep learning in real-time object detection, a field of growing importance in smart applications like autonomous vehicles, surveillance, and industrial automation. By integrating state-of-the-art deep learning models (e.g., YOLO, SSD) with scalable cloud infrastructure, the study demonstrates both theoretical and practical relevance. It addresses real-world challenges such as latency, privacy, and deployment cost, providing valuable insights for researchers and engineers working on real-time intelligent systems
	

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

	Yes, the title is appropriate and clearly reflects the core topic of the paper. It captures the major components: cloud computing, deep learning, image processing, and real-time object detection. No change is necessary.
	

	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 effectively summarizes the paper, including the problem, solution, methodology, and outcomes. However, it could briefly mention the types of models evaluated (like YOLO/SSD) and highlight any specific quantitative results (e.g., detection accuracy, latency improvements) to enhance impact.
Suggested improvement:
Add 1–2 lines indicating which models were used and a key result metric (e.g., "YOLOv5 achieved X% accuracy with latency of Y ms").

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound and well-structured. It provides a clear motivation, a relevant review of the literature, and appropriate justification for the proposed framework. The comparison of models, discussion of performance trade-offs, and consideration of practical deployment issues demonstrate a good level of technical depth.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	The references are mostly recent and sufficient. The inclusion of seminal and current works (2012–2022) like YOLOv5, EfficientDet, and cloud-based deployment architectures is commendable.
	

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

	

Yes, the English is clear and professional throughout. A few long sentences may be split for better readability, but overall, the manuscript is well-written and suitable for scholarly publication.


	

	Optional/General comments

	

· The paper is well-organized and follows a logical flow.
· Diagrams are helpful, but could benefit from enhanced resolution or captions with more explanation.
· A clearer explanation of the experimental setup (e.g., dataset size, cloud configuration, latency numbers) would improve reproducibility.


	





	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)
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