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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.


	Accurate forecasting of agricultural commodity prices, particularly vegetables, is essential for understanding market dynamics and maintaining economic stability among stakeholders. Effective price forecasting fosters agricultural sustainability and economic resilience.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title of the article 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 of this academic work should be completed with pertinent information such as general objective, specific objectives, main results found and evolution in relation to previously published works. One suggestion would be to make a continuous text with all the information, and not to present it in topics.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct.



	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	I suggest citing more academic works from 2024 and comparing the results already published in the literature with those achieved here in this research. One suggestion is to make a table and carry out a bibliographic survey with recent works.
	

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


	The language/English quality of the article is suitable for scholarly communications.
	

	Optional/General comments


	I suggest improving the quality of the images in this work. Conduct a richer bibliographic review of previously published content and compare the results of previously published simulations. Use more neural network models: Feedforward, Convolutional, Recurrent, Autoencoder, Multilayer Perceptron (MLP).
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