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	Reviewer’s comment
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	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.


	This manuscript addresses a highly relevant topic in disaster management and real-time seismic monitoring by integrating deep learning techniques into an Earthquake Early Warning (EEW) system. The study is significant as it proposes a CNN-based model tailored for the Indian context, using local seismic data to enhance the reliability and timeliness of alerts. This approach contributes to the field by offering a scalable and low-latency system that could be impactful in minimizing damage and saving lives.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is appropriate and reflects the core objective and methodology of the paper.
	

	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 well-structured and comprehensive. However, it may benefit from slight simplification of technical terms for broader accessibility and a more concise summary of results.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound. It explains the methodology, training process, model architecture, and evaluation metrics clearly. The use of CNNs and ResNet in real-time seismic signal classification is appropriate and validated through comparative metrics.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are mostly sufficient and recent. Some newer references from the last 2 years in Indian seismology or transformer-based approaches could be considered to strengthen the context.
	

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


	The language is mostly clear and readable. However, there are a few grammatical issues and repetitions (especially in the Literature Review section) that should be corrected in revision.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The results are presented clearly with good use of metrics and comparisons. Tables and figures are relevant. Some formatting improvements and typo corrections (e.g., “9r.1%” instead of “97.1%”) are recommended.
	


	PART  2: 



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)



	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	
	


Reviewer details:

Ripalkumar Patel, University of the Cumberlands, USA

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

