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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 explores a comparative study of different image processing strategies, especially within the context of cloud computing platforms. Its relevance lies in the growing necessity for efficient and scalable image processing systems. The analysis includes a mix of enhancement, segmentation, compression, and reconstruction algorithms tested across platforms. This contributes useful insights for researchers developing cloud-compatible imaging solutions. While the expansion in methodology and comparative results adds value to the field.
	

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

	
Yes, the title is appropriate and reflects the manuscript’s core focus. No changes suggested.

	

	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 broadly outlines the goals, methodology, and results, but lacks clarity and coherence in parts. Consider revising for grammar, structure, and precision. For instance, replace "Several algorithms are very high to use..." with clearer language like "Several algorithms are commonly used in image processing and computing techniques."
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	The manuscript is scientifically grounded with valid experimental results. However, some methodological aspects—such as parameter selection for algorithms and performance metrics—require more detailed explanation. The clarity of the experimental flow can also be improved for better reproducibility.

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	The references are numerous and generally adequate, although a few are outdated. It would be beneficial to include more recent studies (2020–2024) in image processing and cloud computing to reflect current advancements. Suggested additions:

Zhang, K., Zuo, W., & Zhang, L. (2021). Plug-and-Play Image Restoration with Deep Denoiser Prior. IEEE Transactions on Pattern Analysis and Machine Intelligence.

Ronneberger, O., Fischer, P., & Brox, T. (2015). U-Net: Convolutional Networks for Biomedical Image Segmentation. (For modern segmentation references).
	

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

	
The English language requires substantial improvement for scholarly publication. There are numerous grammatical errors, awkward phrases, and unclear expressions. A thorough language editing pass is highly recommended.

	

	Optional/General comments

	
· Figures and tables are not clearly labeled or referenced consistently.
· Consider providing numerical comparison tables in more standardized formats for better readability

The work presents a meaningful contribution with practical comparisons across platforms and algorithms. However, improvements are required in writing clarity, methodological transparency, and presentation quality. 
	








	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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