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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 presents the implementation of VGG16 DNN pre-trained model on facial expression detection. It contributes to HCI and demonstrates transfer learning in real time emotion detection. It has potentials in real world application in mental health, security and user experience systems.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, It’s suitable and reflects the concept and core methodology of the system.
	

	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.


	No, the abstract is NOT properly written. It does not follow the standard abstract writing method. It doesn’t tell the methodology, dataset, process and doesn’t state the result. For example; "The model was evaluated using AffectNet and RAF-DB datasets, achieving an accuracy of 95.45%."
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is generally scientifically sound and follows appropriate methodologies for Facial expression recognition using CNNs. However, a few observations are listed below:

1. The architecture flow could be more rigorously described, especially in terms of hyperparameters, training epochs, optimizer used, and computational resources (GPU or CPU). 
2. Some claims (e.g., performance superiority over SVM) need clearer statistical validation, possibly with significance testing.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, references are adequate and mostly recent, because they show article from 2022 to 2023. However, a few foundational references on VGG16 and others should be cited more formally. Also, relevant literature on lightweight CNNs (e.g., MobileNet or EfficientNet for Facial expression Recognition could enrich the background.
	

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


	Partially. While the manuscript is readable, there are notable grammatical inconsistencies, punctuation errors, and awkward phrasing that need polishing. Several instances use redundant expressions and inconsistent tense. A thorough copy editing is strongly recommended.
	

	Optional/General comments


	1. Figures are referenced, however, their clarity and integration into the text need improvement.

2. There is inconsistent formatting (e.g., spacing, figure captions, and table titles). 

3. The methodology lacks details about data augmentation techniques and training duration. 

4. The confusion matrix was mentioned but not visually provided, it would be helpful to include it.
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	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:

Gift Adene, Akanu Ibiam Federal Polytechnic, Nigeria

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

