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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.
	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.
	The manuscript is relevant, because visually-impaired people are always in need of assistive devices. The barriers they have to cope with are enormous. On the other hand, the manuscript needs to further discuss and show important parts of the research, to become more relevant.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	The title is suitable, because it describes some of the most relevant topics focussed on the article.
	

	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 comprehensive, but it is a bit strange that some information can only be found in the abstract, and can not be found in the paper itself (such as quantitative outcomes).
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	It is really difficult to analyse the scientifical accuracy of the results, because the authors do not show the outcomes. It would be important for the reader to have more information about the opinion of the subjects, their experience with the glasses, their opinions (we can only “hear” a tiny bit of it in the abstract) 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, they seem to be quite good.
	

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


	Yes, it seems to be suitable, but, in some phrases, the language reminded us of a marketing material, such as here: “providing an efficient way”, or “effectively supports blind users”, and “powerful assistive tool for enhancing mobility”. The term “Slight delay” is imprecise.
	

	Optional/General comments


	According to the abstract, one of the aims of this paper was “To assess the effectiveness, usability, and real-time performance of the system in assisting navigation and object recognition”, but, the paper has not shown data to support their conclusions, so a real “assessment” was not present in the article.   We could not hear the voice of the VIP, subjects of the research. 
For transparency, authors should show describe the tests performed, and discuss the impact of findings such as system latency (aprox. 2.5 seconds)  
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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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