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	Author’s Feedback (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 addresses an important challenge in agriculture: estimation of coconut maturity and harvest timelines. AI-based approach has the potential to significantly improve yield, profitability, and quality in coconut farming. The novelty lies in the integration of hybrid classification and regression models with practical deployment via a web application, making the system accessible for farmers in resource-constrained environments. For the scientific community, this study contributes to advancing agricultural AI, particularly by extending maturity classification to predictive modeling, which is underexplored in coconut research.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title “Coconut Maturity Classification with Hybrid EfficientNetB0 and DenseNet121 Models and Timeline Prediction Using MobileNetV2 Regression” is clear but somewhat long and highly technical. It might be simplified for broader readability while retaining precision.

Suggested alternative: “Dual-Stage Deep Learning Framework for Coconut Maturity Classification and Harvest Timeline Prediction”
	

	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 provides a clear description of the motivation, methodology, results, and contributions. It effectively highlights both technical performance and practical usability. However, it could be improved by:

Removing some repetition (e.g., “Coconut maturity estimation is critical in agriculture, as harvesting directly affects product quality, oil yield, and Coconut maturity estimation is critical in agriculture, as harvesting directly affects product quality, oil yield, and economic returns” is stated twice at the beginning).

Shortening technical detail about models to make room for emphasizing the scientific broader impact.
Adding a final sentence summarizing potential future research directions (dataset expansion, multimodal integration).
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound. The methodology is well-structured, including data acquisition, preprocessing, model selection, benchmarking, and evaluation using appropriate metrics (accuracy, F1-score, MAE, RMSE). The use of cross-validation strengthens the validity of results. The reported performance (99% classification accuracy, MAE of 36 days) is plausible, though the relatively small dataset could introduce overfitting, which the authors acknowledge. Overall, the work appears methodologically correct and carefully validated.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient, covering both coconut-related research and broader AI applications in fruit ripeness detection. They are also recent (mostly 2021–2025), which is appropriate.
	

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


	The English language quality is good and suitable for scholarly communication. The text is clear, technical terms are properly used, and grammar is correct.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript presents a promising and practically relevant contribution to agricultural AI. However, it would be beneficial for the authors to provide access to the experimental dataset or, at minimum, a detailed description of the collected images and their distribution beyond augmentation statistics. Sharing such data (or part of it) would not only increase reproducibility but also enhance trust in the reported results and facilitate further research in this domain.
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