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	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. The authors must 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 article explores a pressing global matter- traffic congestion suggesting a time series-powered framework for traffic flow forecasting, attaining an excellent 99% accuracy. The manuscript concentrates deploying time series analysis and machine learning algorithms which provide a scalable resolution for urban traffic administration.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not, please suggest an alternative title.)


	The manuscript title is somehow generic and verbose. A more precise and concise alternative could be: “Time Series Prediction for Traffic Flow Forecasting Using Machine Learning Algorithms”
	

	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 is quite comprehensive, but could be enhanced by clearly articulating the CNN and VGG16 models as key techniques. Briefly articulating the dataset specifics and the real-world implications.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically correct? Please write here.
	The article seems to be scientifically sound with clear data pre-processing steps, methodology, as well as validation via model performance metrics and autocorrelation analysis.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions for additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are pertinent but could profit from recent studies (2024-2025) on deep learning for traffic forecasting.
	

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


	The language is essentially appropriate for scholarly engagement but has minor grammatical errors.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	No evident ethical matters are present. The author used anonymized traffic data as well as cited previous work appropriately.
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	No competing interests are declared.
	

	If plagiarism is suspected, please provide related proofs or web links.
	No overt plagiarism is pinpointed.
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