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	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.


	This article offers a concise and organized review of graph-based techniques for modeling and evaluating movement data, including Markov Chains, PageRank, and Graph Signal Processing. The scientific community would greatly benefit from such a review, particularly in the areas of robotics, behavioral analysis, healthcare monitoring, and smart settings. The paper provides academics and practitioners with useful insights by compiling current approaches and illustrating their applications with examples. It also establishes the groundwork for further studies on anomaly identification with graph topologies and predictive modeling.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is clear and appropriately reflects the manuscript's content.


	

	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 objectives and methods of the paper are briefly outlined in the abstract. A small suggestion would be for the writers to specifically address the relationship to social monitoring or healthcare, which is a powerful application reason that is discussed later.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is sound technically, yes. It offers appropriate mathematical formulas, illustrated examples, and a thorough explanation of each strategy.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Indeed, both classic and contemporary works are cited (including publications from 2022–2024). No other references are required.


	

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


	The manuscript does indeed have a scholastic tone and is well-written. During copyediting, only a few little typographical errors can be fixed.


	

	Optional/General comments


	This review paper is well-written. It is a useful resource because it clearly separates the three approaches and provides examples. To help with practical decision, it could be worthwhile to include a quick comparative analysis of the benefits and drawbacks of each technique in the conclusions.
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