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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.


	Brain tumour detection with the help of deep learning is a significant research for the scientific community. MRI image processing techniques play a vital role for tumour detection. The detection of various tumour types by the image processing techniques need to be studied to attain maximum accuracy. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes
	

	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 data set taken for the study and the evaluation metrics used can be mentioned in the abstract of the article.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically correct but it is not presented in a lucid manner.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Even though the references are given at the end of the article, citations of the sentences are not specified in the article. The research should be the continuation of the previous studies done by other researchers. The introduction section does not ponder into the researches that have done so far. Literature review part is also not included.
	

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


	The language quality is not suitable for scholarly communication.
	

	Optional/General comments


	A continuity is missing in the manuscript.
The background work of the research is not mentioned. Some descriptive information with no interconnection between them is provided. The article only gives some results of automated tumour detection and MRI image processing. The discussion about the results is not adequate. 
	


	PART  2: 



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with 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 details)


	


Reviewer details:

Nisha.C.M, CHMKM Govt. Arts & Science College, India

Created by: DR
              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM
   
Version: 3 (07-07-2024)

