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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.


	Convolutional Neural Networks (CNNs) and Vision Transformers (ViTs) are compared in this research for object detection, a crucial area in computer vision. By summarizing advancements and emphasizing trade-offs, this study makes a significant contribution to the growing use of transformer-based models in vision tasks that have hitherto been dominated by CNNs. It aids in understanding new trends and determining which model families are appropriate for certain applications for both researchers and practitioners. The issue is contemporary, relevant, and corresponds with the scientific community’s ongoing interest in deep learning models.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is 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 goal, scope, and ramifications of the research are succinctly described in the abstract. However, it may be improved by quickly explaining the technique used for comparison and giving any performance insights or significant takeaways from the results.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The text is good in terms of science. It offers a performance-based comparison study and covers a variety of CNN and ViT designs. The ideas are adequately supported by empirical references, and the theoretical basis is appropriate for a review work.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references, which include both foundational and emergent work, are pertinent and mostly current. To further support the review's currentness, the authors should think about include a few important publications from the past year (such as ViT-Det and ConvNeXt updates).
	

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


	The language is mostly suitable for scholarly communication.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The authors should consider publishing a comparison summary table giving the performance metrics of top CNNs and ViTs on common object detection benchmarks (e.g., COCO, PASCAL VOC) to increase accessibility. Additionally, a quick comment on computational efficiency (FLOPs, inference speed) will offer extra value for practical application assessment.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	No ethical concerns are observed in the manuscript.
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