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	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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 manuscript contributes to the advancement of medical image analysis by utilizing DenseNet121 for automated Diabetic Retinopathy (DR) classification. Early detection of DR is crucial in preventing vision loss, and this study enhances diagnostic accuracy through deep learning techniques. The integration of a web-based application ensures real-time accessibility, making AI-driven screening more practical for healthcare professionals. Overall, this research supports the development of efficient, automated solutions for medical diagnostics, improving patient outcomes.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title, "Multiclass Retinal Image Classification for Diabetic Retinopathy Stages Using DenseNet," is suitable
	

	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 well-structured, covering key aspects such as the study's aim, methodology, results, and conclusion. It effectively summarizes the research on multiclass classification of Diabetic Retinopathy (DR) using DenseNet121 and highlights its practical application through a web-based tool.

Some additions can be made:
1. The abstract mentions Kaggle datasets but does not specify which dataset was used. Providing the dataset name (e.g., "APTOS 2019" or "Kaggle DR dataset") would enhance clarity.

2. The abstract states that the model achieved high classification performance but does not specify key metrics. Adding details such as validation accuracy (92%) and precision/recall (95%) would strengthen the impact.

3. A short mention of class imbalance and potential improvements like explainable AI (Grad-CAM) or ensemble models would add depth.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript appears to be scientifically correct as it follows a structured methodology for multiclass classification of Diabetic Retinopathy (DR) using DenseNet121. The study demonstrates a strong foundation in deep learning, medical image analysis, and AI-based diagnosis, making it technically sound. But could benefit from clarifications on dataset specifics, additional class imbalance handling methods, and comparative model analysis to further strengthen its scientific contribution.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are mostly sufficient and relevant, but adding recent studies (2023–2024) on advanced CNN architectures (EfficientNet, Vision Transformers) and explainable AI techniques would further enhance the manuscript’s impact.
	

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


	The language quality is suitable for scholarly communication, but minor grammatical corrections, sentence refinements, and tense consistency would further improve readability. A professional proofreading pass is recommended before submission.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript is scientifically strong and can be accepted after improvements in language, dataset clarification, and additional comparisons with other models.
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