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	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 manuscript evaluates the feasibility of a lightweight deep learning model for cassava leaf disease detection.

· This study provides a comprehensive comparison between lightweight and heavy models in terms of accuracy, computational efficiency, and interpretability.

· The results show that the lightweight model can achieve nearly equivalent performance to the heavy model, yet is significantly more efficient.

· The results of this study can support the practical, transparent, and sustainable adoption of AI in the global agricultural sector, particularly in low-income regions.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The article entitled "From MobileNet to ResNet: Evaluating Model Trade-offs for Cassava Disease Detection in Agricultural Robotics" is generally relevant and reflects the content of the research, only a little attention needs to be paid in terms of clarity and scientific focus in the title, namely "one of the main models in the study, namely, EfficientNet-Lite0, is not mentioned, so the title does not cover the entire scope of the experiment.
	

	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.


	This article's abstract is quite comprehensive and follows the general structure of a scientific research abstract (objectives, methods, results, conclusions). There are only a few minor improvements suggested:

Avoid using first-person pronouns, such as "I made use of...", which are inconsistent with formal academic writing. It's best to replace them with passive or impersonal forms.

Add a short sentence linking efficiency metrics to the needs of edge devices or field robots.

Fix typos and consistency issues, such as the term "neural networks" → "neural networks" (in the Keywords section). Use consistent model names: "MobileNetV3-Large" instead of "MobileNetV3 Large" or other variations.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Overall, the manuscript is sound and valid, and its methodology is sound. Only a few minor improvements are needed, particularly corrections to the ResNet18 classification and an emphasis on the limitations of the simulated data.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient and up-to-date. In my opinion, the references could be strengthened by adding:

Original publications on model architectures (MobileNetV3, EfficientNet-Lite),

CNN benchmarking studies in agriculture (especially those comparing efficiency),

One or two foundational works on CNN-based plant disease detection.
	

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


	The manuscript's English is substantively good, but technically and stylistically inadequate for journal standards. With some careful editing, the quality of the language could be improved.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Overall, this research is original, well-motivated, and offers potential at the intersection of artificial intelligence and precision agriculture. With careful language editing and minor technical clarifications, this manuscript is suitable for publication in areas such as agricultural informatics, AI for sustainability, or applied computer vision.
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