Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	Asian Journal of Research in Computer Science 

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_AJRCOS_144896

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	Deep Learning-Based Skin Type Identification and Personalized Skincare Recommendations

	Type of the Article
	


	PART  1: Comments



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


	This manuscript contributes significantly to the growing field of artificial intelligence applications in dermatology and cosmetology. By leveraging deep learning for skin type identification, the study addresses a common real-world problem with both medical and commercial relevance. The integration of a CNN model with a user-friendly web application makes expert-level skincare guidance accessible to the general public, particularly in regions with limited access to dermatologists. Additionally, the work opens avenues for further research in AI-assisted personalized skincare and healthcare systems.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title, “Deep Learning-Based Skin Type Identification and Personalized Skincare Recommendations”, is concise, clear, and reflects the objectives and outcomes of the manuscript. I believe it is suitable and does not require modification.
	

	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, covering the objectives, methodology, results, and key findings. It emphasizes the importance of the problem, the proposed solution, and the performance results. At present, no major additions are needed. However, if space allows, we could further highlight the limitation related to distinguishing visually similar skin types.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically robust and technically sound. The methodology is well-defined, the dataset and preprocessing are explained, and the evaluation metrics (accuracy, F1-score, confusion matrix) are appropriately used. The conclusions are consistent with the results.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are sufficient and include both foundational and recent works (2022–2024) relevant to AI, dermatology, and skincare. I believe the literature review adequately supports the study.
	

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


	The language is clear, grammatically correct, and suitable for scholarly communication.
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	Since the manuscript is scientifically robust, technically sound, and well-written, with only minor improvements possible (e.g., expanding abstract limitations, improving clarity on sensitive vs. combination skin classification), the most appropriate overall marks would be in the Minor Revision category.
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