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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 is important to the scientific community because it advances the application of lightweight deep-learning–based object detection for real-time defect monitoring in complex engineering environments. By integrating an improved YOLOv11s model with the CBAM attention mechanism and deploying it on edge devices, the study bridges the gap between high-accuracy laboratory research and practical, low-power field implementation. The proposed transfer learning and incremental training strategy also contributes a generalizable framework for handling limited, domain-specific datasets. Overall, the work provides valuable methodological and practical insights for researchers working in intelligent infrastructure inspection, computer vision, and edge AI applications in hydraulic and civil engineering systems.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	Yes
	

	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 as it clearly outlines the problem, methodology, key results, and practical significance of the study
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct, as the methodology, experimental design, and results are logically presented and supported by appropriate analysis and validation
	

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

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

	Yes, the language and English quality of the article are suitable for scholarly communication, with clear and technically appropriate expressions throughout.
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