Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	Asian Journal of Research in Computer Science 

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_AJRCOS_144426

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	Coconut Maturity Classification with Hybrid EfficientNetB0 and DenseNet121 Models and Timeline Prediction Using MobileNetV2 Regression

	Type of the Article
	Original research


	PART  1: Comments



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

	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 paper presents design, develop, and rea-time testing of  lightweight AI model for maturity classification and harvesting time prediction of Coconut tree. The paper discuss a method about the combination and the  usage of advanced deep neural network (DNN) models, EfficientNetB0, DenseNet121, and MobileNet for the maturity classification and the Harvesting time prediction for Coconut tree. These three DNN models were integrated together to design a hybrid framework for the maturity and timeline prediction. The designed model was prototypically implemented in a web-based real-time practically testing and reported 99% accuracy.
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	Partly agreed: and suggesting similar to below:
Maturity Classification and Timeline Prediction of Coconut Tree By  Integrating EfficientNetB0 and DenseNet121, and MobileNetV2
	

	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.
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	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Follow comments:
Strength:

Research objectives are clear

Followed systematic approach

Conducted various experiments and presented the results with several evaluation metrics

Weakness

· Claiming the importance of research in the introduction section without proper evidence or justification - absence of even single reference- add evidences/refences to claim points.

· Lack of more details of materials and methods in methodology section on how this hybrid method being designed, integrated DNN models, etc.

· Lack of details about dataset used for training and validation.
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	· Check the references format ([4], [9], [17], etc)- follow the correct format of references


	

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


	· Revise the organization of the manuscript section and follow up the comments 


	

	Optional/General comments


	Introduction sections claims the importance of the research without at least single reference in this section; the EfficientNet, DenseNet models require references when they first introduce in the text. 
Minor comments:

· There are abbreviated terms such as CSS, PIL, AWS, etc without detail explanation of them
· Comparison of more latest models can more give more validity of the system
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