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	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.


	This work presents a comprehensive comparative assessment of PIN, APD, and SPD photodetectors for FSOC links operating in Malaga turbulence regime. The authors combine analytical modelling with Monte Carlo simulations to examine SNR, SER, linearity, noise, and dynamic range, clearly highlighting the operating regimes of each detector. The study is valuable because it connects realistic atmospheric effects with detector behaviour, giving a more complete picture of system performance. Overall, the results are relevant for designing reliable and energy-efficient FSOC systems, especially in challenging environments.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title of the article is suitable. It accurately represents the content and gives readers a clear expectation of what the content will cover.
	

	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.


	Yes, the abstract is comprehensive and sufficiently covers the key aspects of the work. It clearly outlines the motivation, methodology, key findings, and contributions of the study. The content is well-balanced and provides a complete overview for the reader.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript provides a clear comparative analysis of APD, PIN, and SPD detectors, evaluating their suitability for free-space optical communication under varying operational conditions. The scientific reasoning is sound, and the performance comparison is well-motivated.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references are recent, and a sufficient number of references have been added. 
	

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


	Yes, the language quality of the article is appropriate for scholarly communication and effectively conveys the technical content without ambiguity. 

	

	Optional/General comments


	· The paper is well organised, and the sequence of sections follows a clear and coherent structure that effectively supports the development of the study.
· The extensive research work has been done for varying link ranges and studied in terms of different performance metrics. 
· To make the article more understandable, it is suggested that a comparative table be provided. 
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