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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.


	The authors has shown the use of AI method specifically for object detection for manufacturing industries. This work shows the good object detection applications in solving the real-problem in industries. However, 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is not really reflect the work has been done. Since SGBM used as stereo vision algorithm might be good to add in the title. 

“Analysis of detection and distance measurement of screw hole using SGBM stereo vision algorithm with YOLOv5.”
	

	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 too simple, unstructured. The good abstract must consist of some introduction, problem, followed by proposed method, methodology in experimental setup, dataset used and findings. Usually is around 200-300 words. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The article is showing some scientifically finding for AI applications.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Most of the references is latest by 2024 onwards. 
	

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


	The article needs for proof reading. 
	

	Optional/General comments


	The introduction is so simple, no continuity between one para to another para. In what sense the proposed work is introduced? 
The review from previous work also unstated, this is to ensure this work is aligned with the needed and to support the proposed work. 

Most prefix is not written as full for the first time used.

The comparison has been made by using 5 base YOLOv5 models, yet the hardware used is not stated. Any comparison with different number of batch size and iterations made? This is good to show the progression of the experiment before the optimum parameter obtained.
Some of the figure caption is not stated in the text.

Check the formatting and article structure
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)
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