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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment


	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 addresses the critical challenge of automating heritage monument identification using deep learning, which has significant applications in cultural preservation, tourism, and digital archiving. The use of VGG16 for achieving high accuracy on a culturally diverse dataset (Indian monuments) adds practical value. However, the impact is limited by the lack of comparative analysis with existing methods and insufficient discussion on scalability to other regions or datasets. Enhancing these aspects would strengthen its contribution to computer vision and heritage conservation.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The original title does not emphasize the geographical focus of the presented work. 

The word "deep" in the original title may be redundant.
Suggested Title: "AUTOMATED IDENTIFICATION OF INDIAN HERITAGE MONUMENTS USING VGG16-BASED CONVOLUTIONAL NEURAL NETWORKS"
	

	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.


	There are redundant statements about monuments and machine learning (e.g., "Machine Learning and Deep Learning are improving..."), and missing details on dataset size, pre-processing steps, and validation metrics.

Suggestions:

· Replace generic statements with specifics (e.g., "We trained VGG16 on 5,000 images of 50 Indian monuments").

· Clarify how "almost 100% accuracy" was measured (e.g., validation split, cross-validation).


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	There are some weaknesses:

· Repetitive content: Sections in the Abstract and Introduction overlap.

· Methodological gaps: No discussion of hyperparameters (learning rate, batch size), dataset augmentation, or class imbalance.

· Unreferenced figures (e.g. Figures 1 to 6 are not referenced or are not properly referenced in the text. The caption of Figure 11 needs to be split into a, b and c sections with descriptions).

· Images and figures are of poor quality.

· There is a single table (Table 1), but it must be included as a table, not as a figure.

· There is no a comprehensive description of the information and data provided in Table 1.

Recommendation for scientific correctness: Include a detailed "Experiments" subsection under Methodology to address these gaps. Improve the redaction of the manuscript.
The manuscript needs serious major revision.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	No. The author must include more references and recent works.
Moreover, there are duplicated references (e.g. references 1, 5), and outdated sources (e.g., 2018–2019 references dominate; only 2 post-2023)

	

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


	The language quality of the manuscript is suitable for scholarly communication.
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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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