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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment


	Author’s Feedback (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.


	The paper is relevant because it addresses the integration of technology. It has the potential to reach a wider audience and attract citations. It presented an architecture, training pipeline, and experimental evaluation of the proposed system, which directly instigated a rigorous research process that was employed by the researcher/s in the study. This is relevant to computer vision, surveillance systems, and intelligent transportation. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is academically sound and reflects what the study intends to explore. 
	

	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 research objectives and what the study is all about are being provided in the presentation. However, to make the abstract more informative, the author (s) may consider including more specific details about the dataset, experimental setup, and key quantitative results. They have to reduce repetitive explanations about object detection rather than clarify the main findings and contributions of the study. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	For the paper to have a clear methodological description. The author(s) must provide clear information on the dataset composition; there is a lack of information on the total number of images, class distribution, annotation format, dataset source, and validation. Although the research mentioned Roboflow, it is still unclear whether the dataset is fully custom, public, or a combination of datasets; there should be a clear explanation of this aspect. The results and discussion section mainly describes figures rather than analyzes the results. It is suggested to have an analytical discussion on performance limitations, error analysis, and false detections, such as why some classes have zero detections and what caused the low mAP values. And the impact of occlusion or lighting conditions. This is to provide a comprehensive discussion and analysis of the results to benefit readers and help them better understand the findings. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Most of the references are obsolete consider of having more recent studies from 2022-2025 on the YOLOv8 application, real-time traffic monitoring, and crowd detection and analysis using computer vision.
	

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


	The paper contains several grammatical errors, typographical mistakes, and formatting issues that affect readability. Incorrect article usage (e.g., “a object” instead of “an object”), spelling errors (e.g., “Cowrd” instead of “Crowd,” “Vechile” instead of “Vehicle”), and sentence structure problems.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (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 details)
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