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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.

The manuscript titled Comparative Assessment of Green and Red Lasers for Long-Distance
Light Intensity Detection Using Light Dependent Resistors offers valuable insights into the
performance and suitability of different laser wavelengths for precision optical sensing
applications. By providing a comparative analysis of green and red lasers, it highlights their
efficiency in long-distance light intensity detection
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Satisfactory

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.

Rewrite the abstract which highlighting the exact contribution made by authors.

Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please
write here.

It needs modification to make manuscript scientifically correct.

Are the references sufficient and recent? If you
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Not Sufficient, the manuscript does not contain any recent references. It is outdated work.

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

There are lots of grammatical errors throughout the manuscript.
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