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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.


	Yes, this manuscript could be an important article for the scientific community. The authors have mentioned in their paper that the increasing rate of security challenges in Nigeria, including kidnapping, armed robbery, terrorism, and human trafficking, has emerged as a major national concern threatening personal safety, social stability, and economic development. That is why, they are willing to resort to the automation system for human safety. However, they didn’t provide enough explanation on their program development part with the flow chart of Fig. 3. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	The title of the article is fine and indicates the article’s strong point.
	

	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.
	As per the overall structure of the paper, the abstract is not comprehensive. The authors need to revise their whole abstract reflecting their work objective, motivation, methods and materials, results, and conclusions briefly. There should not be any citation requiring sentences. It should go into section 1. Key numerical results/outcomes must be mentioned.

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	To make the article scientifically robust, the authors must explain the code development methodologies in detail with the flow chart of the program (Fig. 3) and show appropriate simulation results using the relevant experimental parameters and their associated values.

After the literature review, the authors must identify clearly what are the research gaps and what are their contribution with due citations. At the end of the discussion, there could a comparative table.

The article shows experimental studies and data. However, the authors must show more experimental results for different settings and parameter values. Besides, more analysis is required.

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	More references may be added with relevant literature reviews. These should mainly come from year span 2021-2025.

Formatting of the paper, references, citations, etc. should be aligned with the paper format or template.
	

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


	The author must investigate the English language issue seriously. They may use Grammarly or a similar English language checker to improve their grammar, English language writing style, spelling, choice of appropriate words, typos, etc.

	

	Optional/General comments


	Simulation methodology and hardware methodology must be explained in separate sections. Simulation parameters must be tabulated and explained.

The performance parameters and cost comparison must be given in tabular format in the discussion section by comparing the outcomes with the others.

In Table 4, there are some starts (*) with the data. What do they signify?

Figs. 3 and 4 are too hazy to understand. Qualities must be improved.
What are meanings of TP, FP, etc. Where are their equations? Why these are important here? How were these parameters computed and found out for this case?
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)

I didn’t check it.
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