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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 manuscript addresses a relevant and emerging problem in maritime logistics—automated ship identification and text recognition using deep learning. With the growing emphasis on digital transformation and automation in seaport operations, the integration of YOLOv5 and PaddleOCR provides a practical, lightweight, and efficient solution.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title “Integrated Detection and Text Recognition with YOLO-OCR for Seaport Applications” is clear and appropriate
	

	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 and well-written. It clearly explains the methodology (YOLOv5 + PaddleOCR), optimization (layer reduction), preprocessing pipeline, and application in seaport environments
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is technically sound and scientifically valid.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Some important recent YOLOv7/YOLOv8-related works and OCR advancements could be included to strengthen the literature review.
	

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


	The language is generally clear, scholarly, and suitable for publication.
	

	Optional/General comments


	· Future work suggestions are well-written but could also emphasize real-world deployment challenges (network latency, hardware limitations).
· The manuscript is technically strong, relevant, and practically valuable.
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