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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 paper explores key technologies for identifying defects in drainage pipelines and highlights their practical limitations. It emphasizes the use of automated methods based on deep learning to improve inspection accuracy and efficiency. Such an approach represents a significant advancement in the management of urban infrastructure.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title “Research Review on Defect Identification Technologies for Drainage Pipelines” is generally appropriate, as it clearly reflects the content and methodological approach of the manuscript.
	

	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 generally well-structured but lacks quantitative indicators of the effectiveness of applied technologies and clearer articulation of the research objectives. Adding a sentence that highlights the advantages of automated methods over manual approaches is recommended. This would enhance the clarity and academic value of the abstract.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are generally sufficient and cover relevant literature from 2018 to 2024, particularly in the context of machine learning and deep learning applications in pipeline defect detection.
	

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


	Yes, the linguistic and stylistic quality of the paper is suitable for scholarly communication.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript provides a useful overview of defect detection technologies for drainage pipelines, clearly distinguishing between traditional methods and modern deep learning algorithms. The structure is consistent, and the technical elaboration and use of relevant sources ensure scientific validity.
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