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	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.


	Railway engineering safety depends not only on controlling large-scale disruptions but also on the timely detection of small, often overlooked accident. Items like loose tools, fragments of debris, or small animals can pose serious risks if left undetected on the tracks. MicroTrack Vision Pro addresses this gap by introducing a precise and intelligent vision system tailored to spot these minor yet critical objects in real time. By enhancing early hazard recognition, the system helps prevent potential accidents, reduces maintenance downtime, and supports more efficient train operations. Its merging into modern railway infrastructure represents a practical step forward in making rail travel safer and more reliable.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	As this manuscript have unique and novel title, it should be continued as it is please
	

	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 effectively highlights the critical role of small object detection in ensuring the safety and operational continuity of electrified railways. Such as the algorithm’s design reflects a forward-thinking approach to railway safety, making it a strong reference for future developments in object detection under complex and high-risk conditions.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, overall. Based on the information provided, the manuscript appears to be scientifically correct as it discusses widely and shows a good understanding of modern object detection architecture tailored for railway safety.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The  list and number of references closely related to the topic is not mention in the manuscript to name a few, 
1. Xuewen Ding, Xinnan Cai, Jing Chen (2024). Railway Track Foreign Object Intrusion Detection Based on Improved YOLOv5. Conference: 2024 IEEE 4th International Conference on Electronic Technology, Communication and Information (ICETCI) DOI: 10.1109/ICETCI61221.2024.10594281 

2. Tan, M., Pang, R., & Le, Q. V. (2020). EfficientDet: Scalable and efficient object detection. Proceedings of the IEEE/CVF Conference on Computer Vision and Pattern Recognition (CVPR), 10781–10790. DOI: 10.1109/CVPR42600.2020.01079
Therefore, I strongly recommend to including the above references and other closely related to topics please
	

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


	The manuscript contains numerous grammatical mistakes. To improve the quality of manuscript article, consider using proofreading tools like Grammarly.
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	1. Reference Citations: Please ensure that all references are appropriately cited in the article's main text in ascending order, e.g. [1], [2] 
2. Figure and table Citations: The citations for figures, for example, Fig.1 and Fig.2, must be corrected if figures are opted from other resources.
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