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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 
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It is to detect the objects from various regions by using the YOLO family. Already so much work 
was done by the various researchers. Here this article shows some novelty comparing with the 
existing ones. 

 

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

 

YES  

Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do 
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Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please 
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1. Need to write some more content related to the Proposed work.  
2. Need to write objectives of the work. 
3. Need to cite latest references some more. 
4. Compare the obtained results with the Existing results in the form of the table at the end of 
the result section. 
5. Need to write the Discussion Section also. 
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