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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.

	It emphasizes the crucial aspects of interpretability and practical deployment, which are often overlooked in research focused solely on achieving high accuracy metrics. The integration of Grad-CAM addresses the "black box" problem of deep learning models, providing clinicians with a visual explanation that builds trust and supports their diagnostic process.
	

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

	No, The paper's key innovations are the use of Grad-CAM for interpretability and the real-world application via a Flask web interface
Grad-CAM Enhanced CNN Model for Real-Time Diabetic Retinopathy Detection via a Web Platform
	

	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.

	It can be improved by adding more specific details and addressing some of the inconsistencies found in the manuscript
Specify the type of problem, clarify data and preprocessing, refine therResults
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	There are several critical issues in the data presentation and methodology that raise concerns about the accuracy and reliability of the reported results. There are conflicts in reults, type of classification, lack of model and data details
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	Many of the cited works are from 2016-2019
The paper mentions Grad-CAM++, but doesn't cite the original paper.
The paper mentions ResNet, DenseNet, and InceptionNet but doesn't reference the foundational papers for these architectures.
	

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

	

Adequate but not excellent

	

	Optional/General comments

	The abstract and introduction claim the model classifies five grade types of DR. However, the methodology and results sections discuss a binary classification task: "Diabetic Retinopathy (DR)" and "Non-DR." 
The classification report (Table 1 and Figure 3) presents highly contradictory and confusing results. The precision and recall for "No Diabetic Retinopathy" are listed as 0.00, and the F1-Score is 0.00. This suggests the model failed to correctly identify a single non-DR case from the test set, which directly contradicts the reported overall accuracy of 93% and the claim of being "very effective."
The abstract states an overall accuracy of 93%, while the classification report in Table 1 shows an "Accuracy" of 0.51
The manuscript mentions using a "customized CNN model" but provides no details on its architecture
The authors state that they resized all images to pixels. This is a very low resolution for medical images and may lead to the loss of fine-grained features critical for DR detection, such as microaneurysms. The justification for this specific resolution and its potential impact on performance should be discussed.
The manuscript mentions the Flask application but provides very few technical details.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

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