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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 paper is important because it shows how rescue robots can better “understand” whether they are in water or on land and then choose the right detection method. This makes the robot smarter and more reliable during rescue missions. The study also shows that the system works fast enough for real-time use, which is very important in emergency situations. Overall, it helps improve how rescue robots see and react to changing environments.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is suitable and clearly explains what the paper is about. It mentions both the design and implementation, as well as the focus on adaptive visual perception for amphibious rescue robots.
	

	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 clearly explains the problem, the solution, and the main results. It gives useful numbers to show how well the system performs. The abstract is easy to understand, and no major changes are needed.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The study is technically correct and well-organized. The methods used to test the system are appropriate, and the results support the conclusions. The comparisons with other methods also help prove that the proposed approach works better in mixed environments.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are relevant and support the topic well. Many recent studies are included, which shows that the authors are aware of current research. No major additions are necessary.
	

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


	The English is clear and understandable. The technical terms are used correctly. Some sentences are long, but overall the language is suitable for academic publication.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The paper is well-structured and easy to follow. The comparison between fixed models and adaptive scheduling clearly shows the benefit of the proposed system. The graphical interface design also makes the platform practical and user-friendly. The study provides a strong base for future real-world testing.
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