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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.


	The manuscript presents a comparative study of MobileNet and AlexNet deep learning models for facial recognition tasks. This work is important because it evaluates both lightweight and classical deep learning models on a customized dataset, providing valuable insights for security systems, access control, and forensic applications. It also highlights the trade-offs between computational efficiency and recognition accuracy, which is highly relevant to both research and real-world deployments.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is suitable, concise, and reflects the main objective of the study.
	

	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 provides a clear summary of objectives, methods, results, and conclusions. However, it could be slightly shortened for clarity.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically correct. The methodology (data preprocessing, model training, evaluation metrics) is well-structured and aligns with best practices in deep learning research.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are sufficient and up-to-date (2020–2024), but a few more recent works on lightweight CNNs (e.g., EfficientNet, Vision Transformers) could be included for completeness.
	

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


	The English is clear and suitable for scholarly communication, though minor proofreading could improve flow.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The paper is well-structured with clear methodology and results. The inclusion of confusion matrices and performance metrics strengthens the findings. Future work suggestions are reasonable. Overall, it makes a solid contribution to applied deep learning in facial recognition.

The work is scientifically sound and contributes to the field. A few minor improvements are needed:

· Proofreading for smoother English expression.

· Adding references to some newer lightweight models beyond MobileNet for broader context.
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