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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 manuscript represents a significant contribution to the scientific community by proposing an innovative and efficient architecture combining object detection and text recognition for applications in maritime environments. By integrating optimized YOLOv5s and PaddleOCR in a lightweight and fast pipeline, it addresses a critical automation need in modern ports, where real-time monitoring and reliable visual information extraction are essential. The proposed modular approach and architectural optimizations (class reduction and P3 scale removal) offer a reproducible model for other embedded computer vision contexts, notably in smart logistics systems. This work also paves the way for future research on multimodal fusion and temporal tracking, strengthening its potential impact in the fields of applied AI, port robotics, and smart critical infrastructure management.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Title Suggestions:
- Real-Time Automated Ship Identification in Seaports: An Optimized YOLOv5s and PaddleOCR Framework for Visual Data Extraction
- Efficient Object and Text Detection for Smart Ports: A Domain-Optimized YOLOv5s and OCR Integration Approach
	

	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 clear and presents the main points of the study, but it lacks precision on some essential points. It would be relevant to add the performance metrics (such as mAP or F1-score) and to mention the size of the dataset (600 images) to strengthen the scientific credibility. In addition, the sentence about the removal of the P3 scale is poorly worded and could be clarified. Finally, it would be useful to briefly specify the impact of preprocessing on the quality of the OCR, as this is an important contribution of the work.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is generally scientifically sound: the methodological approach is clear, the technical choices (YOLOv5s, PaddleOCR) are justified, and the theoretical foundations in object detection and text recognition are well presented. The modifications made to YOLOv5s (class reduction, removal of the P3 scale) are logical for the maritime context and contribute to real-time efficiency. However, some claims lack quantitative support, particularly on OCR performance, and the lack of comparison with competing methods slightly weakens the scientific rigor.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are generally relevant and well chosen, covering the theoretical foundations of object detection (YOLO, Faster R-CNN), text recognition (OCR, PaddleOCR) and applications in logistics contexts. They include seminal works (such as Girshick for R-CNN, Liu for SSD) and recent references (up to 2024, such as [13]). However, some references could be completed or updated to strengthen the scientific rigor and credibility of the study.
	

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


	The quality of the language and English in the article is generally understandable, but it has several flaws that are not entirely adapted to the standards of formal scientific communication. There are typos (e.g., "mar-itime," "archi-tecture," "re-sults"), poorly managed hyphenations, and sometimes awkward or unidiomatic turns of phrase. Some sentences are too long or lack fluidity, which affects clarity. For example, the expression "YOLO-OCR" is not well defined and can be confusing. Although the technical content is sound, a thorough linguistic review by a native speaker or a professional editor is strongly recommended to improve accuracy, coherence, and style, and thus meet the requirements of high-level scientific journals.
	

	Optional/General comments


	This manuscript presents a relevant and well-structured study on the integration of object detection and text recognition in a maritime context, with concrete applications for port automation. The approach is technical, clear, and relies on modern tools (YOLOv5s, PaddleOCR), which strengthens its credibility. The idea of optimizing the model by reducing the number of classes and removing the P3 scale is intelligent and well justified for embedded environments. However, the article would benefit from being revised on several aspects: the linguistic quality needs to be improved to reach the level of international scientific publications, some figures are missing or poorly referenced, and the OCR results lack quantitative metrics. Furthermore, adding more recent references (such as YOLOv8 or PPOCR) and publishing the dataset or code could strengthen reproducibility. A revised version, with a more precise title and an enriched abstract, would have strong potential for publication in a journal specializing in computer vision or intelligent transport systems.
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