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	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 holds significant value for the scientific community as it provides a systematic, practical evaluation of three classical computer vision algorithms, Frame Differencing, Background Subtraction (GMM), and Optical Flow, for real-time landslide early warning, an area where rapid, low-cost solutions are critically needed. Rather than pursuing complex deep learning models that demand heavy computational resources, the study demonstrates how lightweight OpenCV-based methods can be effectively deployed in resource-constrained, edge-computing environments typical of remote geological hazard zones. By quantitatively comparing processing speed, detection robustness, and environmental adaptability across different landslide phases, the authors offer clear engineering guidelines for method selection and propose an innovative multi-stage fusion strategy that leverages the unique strengths of each algorithm. This work not only advances the practical application of computer vision in geohazard monitoring but also establishes a replicable experimental framework for evaluating real-time video analytics in dynamic, uncontrolled natural environments.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title, “Application of moving target detection in landslide warning based on OpenCV”, is clear and technically accurate.
	

	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 comprehensive and clearly outlines the study’s objective, methods, key findings, and conclusion. However, it could be strengthened by briefly mentioning the proposed multi-stage fusion strategy, which is the paper’s key innovation and practical contribution, in the results or conclusion sentence. Currently, the abstract ends by stating the work “aims to inform technology selection,” but highlighting the fusion approach would better convey the manuscript’s added value. Additionally, specifying that the evaluation was based on processing speed, detection robustness, and environmental adaptability (as detailed in the introduction) would make the comparison criteria more explicit for readers scanning the abstract. A minor edit to include these points would significantly enhance its impact and clarity.
	

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

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are generally sufficient and support the methodological descriptions and comparative context well. Most citations are recent (2020–2025), including relevant applications of YOLO, background subtraction, and optical flow in similar domains (e.g., landslide detection, animal tracking, motion analysis).
	

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


	The English quality of the article is generally suitable for scholarly communication, but it requires moderate revision and copy-editing to meet the standards of an international journal.
	

	Optional/General comments


	This is a well-conceived and practically valuable study that addresses a critical need in geohazard monitoring: the deployment of lightweight, real-time computer vision for landslide early warning. The experimental design is sound, the comparative analysis is thorough, and the proposed multi-stage fusion strategy is both innovative and grounded in empirical results. The manuscript’s greatest strength lies in its focus on engineering applicability, evaluating methods not just for accuracy, but for speed, robustness, and suitability in resource-constrained, real-world environments.
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