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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 work is important to researchers because it demonstrates the value of transform-domain watermarking methods for safeguarding digital multimedia information in a world that is becoming more and more data-driven. The paper demonstrates a workable method for attaining sturdiness and indistinctness, which continue to be major obstacles in watermarking investigations, by fusing Discrete Wavelet Transform with a visual concealment technique. Simultaneously, the work highlights the need for more thorough methodological justification and a more comprehensive comparative assessment, indicating distinct paths for next research. As a result, in addition to providing empirical findings, the book encourages more critical study toward digital watermarking systems that are more reliable,scalable, and adaptable.

	

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

	The present title is usually appropriate because it makes explicit the study's primary methods as well as its emphasis on strong watermarking. It can be improved for academic significance, clarity, and grammatical accuracy, nevertheless.

	

	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.

	Given that it outlines the problem, technique, and evaluation strategy, the abstract is fairly thorough. It would, nevertheless, be beneficial to succinctly outline the research need. It would be much more powerful if it included a succinct summary of the main experimental findings. To increase clarity and completeness, it is generally advised to make major adjustments rather than deletions.

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	Since the manuscript is based on well-established principles of digital image watermarking and Discrete Wavelet Transform-based signal processing, it is usually correct from a standpoint of science. The evaluation strategy and overall methodology align with industry norms. However, a lack of thorough comparison research, limited performance measures, and inadequate methodological information slightly limit the scientific rigor. Although the fundamental ideas are sound, the suggested approach's scientific soundness needs to be completely confirmed by more robust experimental validation and more precise explanations of design decisions.

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	Although the present references give a basic overview of watermarking and DWT-based methods, they don't seem to be up to speed with the latest developments in digital watermarking research.

	

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

	Although there are few parts that need work, the manuscript's language and English quality are usually understandable and appropriate for scientific communication. Certain sentences may be less readable and clear due to their odd phrasing, repetition, or grammatical irregularities. The overall quality of the paper would be improved by careful editing, appropriate use of technical vocabulary, and refinement of sentence structures. It is advised to make minor edits for academic tone, punctuation, and conciseness in order to satisfy the standards of high-caliber scientific papers.
	

	Optional/General comments

	The manuscript addresses an important topic in digital multimedia security, focusing on robust watermarking using DWT and visual hiding, which is relevant to both academic research and practical applications.In methodology Section, would benefit from more detailed explanation and justification of design choices.The experimental evaluation is useful, but the manuscript could be strengthened by including additional metrics and comparisons with recent state-of-the-art methods.The literature review should be expanded to include more recent publications to situate the work in the current scientific context.The abstract and introduction can be improved by clearly stating the research gap and key experimental outcomes
	




	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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