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	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 contributes to the growing body of research on computer vision applications in industrial quality assurance, particularly within the leather manufacturing sector. By addressing the long-standing challenge of accurately measuring irregular leather surfaces, the proposed method offers a practical and scalable alternative to manual inspection techniques. The integration of image processing, contour detection, and pixel-based area computation demonstrates strong potential for automation and real-time deployment. The study provides valuable insights for researchers and industry practitioners working in intelligent manufacturing, material optimization, and vision-based inspection systems.
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	Yes, the title is appropriate and clearly reflects the scope and technical contribution of the work.
	

	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 comprehensive and clearly outlines the methodology, workflow, and industrial relevance of the proposed system. However, the authors may consider briefly mentioning quantitative performance indicators (e.g., accuracy metrics or validation approach) to further strengthen the abstract’s impact on article.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct. The methodology is logically structured, and the image processing pipeline comprising grayscale conversion, smoothing, thresholding, contour detection, segmentation, and pixel-to-area conversion is technically sound. The calibration strategy and validation metrics further support the reliability of the proposed approach.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are largely sufficient and include recent and relevant works in computer vision, image processing, and automated inspection systems. However, the authors may consider adding a few recent references specifically focused on industrial surface area estimation or vision-based material quantification to further enhance contextual depth.
	

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


	The language quality is generally good and appropriate for scholarly publication. Minor grammatical refinements and sentence length reduction in some sections would improve readability and clarity.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript is well organized and clearly structured. Figures and workflow descriptions effectively support the methodology. Minor improvements in figure captions and consistency in terminology would further enhance the presentation quality.
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No ethical issues were identified.
	

	Are there competing interest issues in this manuscript?
	No competing interest issues were identified.
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	No plagiarism is suspected.
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