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PART  1: Review Comments 
 
 Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct 

the manuscript and highlight that part in the 
manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write 
his/her feedback here) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 
1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community? 
      (Please write few sentences on this manuscript) 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
2. Is the title of the article suitable? 

(If not please suggest an alternative title) 
 
 

3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? 
 
 
 
 
 
 
4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate? 

 
 
 
 
 

 
5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct? 

 
 
 
 

 
 

6. Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestion of 
additional references, please mention in the review form. 

 
(Apart from above mentioned 6 points, reviewers are free to provide 
additional suggestions/comments) 
 

 
 
The manuscript gives a significant contribution to the field of home security. It addresses the 
practical need for enhanced security measures in residential environments, leveraging modern 
technology to create a robust solution. The integration of facial recognition with IoT and the use of 
Raspberry Pi for controlling the door lock system is innovative and timely, reflecting the 
advancements in the Industrial Revolution 4.0 era. This research not only provides a technological 
solution but also emphasizes the practical application, making it a valuable read for both 
researchers and practitioners in the field. 
 
 
Yes, the title is descriptive but a bit lengthy. The alternative title will be “IoT-Enabled Smart Door 
Lock with Facial Recognition and Push Button Control”. 
 
 
The abstract provides a thorough overview of the study, covering the problem statement, the 
technology used, and the objectives of the research. However, it could benefit from a clearer 
summary of the key results and implications. Including a brief mention of the testing outcomes and 
the practical advantages of the system would make it more comprehensive and impactful. 
 
 
The subsections and structure of the manuscript are well-organized, making it easy to follow the 
flow of information from introduction to methodology, and results. Each section logically builds on 
the previous one, providing a clear and coherent narrative. Ensuring that each subsection has a 
clear heading and is consistently formatted would enhance readability and professionalism. 
 
 
Yes, the manuscript appears to be scientifically sound, as it is based on established technologies 
and methodologies, such as IoT, facial recognition, and Raspberry Pi. The experiments and testing 
procedures are well-documented, supporting the validity of the results. The logical progression of 
the study and the clear presentation of data further reinforce its scientific accuracy. 
 
 
Yes, the references in the manuscript are relevant and cover a range of foundational and recent 
works in the field of IoT and facial recognition technology. 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 
1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly 

communications? 
 

 
 
Yes, the language and English quality of the article are generally suitable for scholarly 
communication. The manuscript is clear and easy to understand, with well-structured sentences 
and appropriate terminology. Minor improvements in grammar and phrasing could enhance 
readability and polish the overall presentation, but the current level is acceptable for an academic 
audience. 
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PART  2:  
 

 Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part 
in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

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