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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.


	The manuscript makes a timely and substantive contribution to the scientific community by offering a comprehensive, integrative review of machine learning applications across the full grain processing and quality inspection value chain. Its importance lies not only in synthesising a vast and rapidly expanding body of literature, but also in clearly articulating how advances in algorithms, sensing technologies, and data systems converge to address global priorities such as food security, processing efficiency, and sustainability. 
The study is a helpful resource for researchers, engineers, and decision-makers looking to implement machine learning advancements into real-world grain systems because it connects theoretical developments with industry practice and policy perspectives. The manuscript's breadth of examples and forward-thinking discussion establish it as a valuable roadmap for future multidisciplinary research in agri-food intelligence.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The article's title is generally appropriate and adequately describes the scope and goal of the manuscript. It clearly communicates both the application-oriented focus and the review's forward-looking orientation.


	

	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 largely comprehensive and succeeds in summarising the major themes, including theoretical foundations, application domains, challenges, and future directions. It effectively communicates the relevance of machine learning to grain processing and quality inspection. However, clarity could be improved by streamlining some of the longer sentences and removing minor grammatical inconsistencies. 
In addition, the abstract would benefit from a clearer statement of the review’s distinctive contribution relative to existing reviews, perhaps by briefly emphasising its integrated treatment of algorithms, equipment intelligence, data governance, and policy considerations. No major deletions are required, but modest refinement would enhance readability and impact.

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	From a scientific standpoint, the manuscript is sound and demonstrates a strong command of the current literature. The discussions of algorithmic evolution, model construction, data acquisition, and application scenarios are generally accurate and well supported by appropriate references. The authors adopt a balanced tone when discussing performance metrics, limitations, and challenges, which enhances the credibility of the review. 
While the manuscript spans a very wide range of topics, the arguments remain coherent and logically structured. Minor issues relate mainly to consistency in terminology and occasional typographical or formatting errors, rather than to scientific correctness.

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are extensive, relevant, and largely up to date, with a strong representation of work from the past five years. This reflects the fast-moving nature of machine learning research in the agri-food domain and strengthens the manuscript’s authority. The inclusion of studies across spectroscopy, computer vision, process control, and data security is particularly commendable. 
If further enhancement is desired, the authors might consider adding a small number of high-level policy or standardisation references from international bodies to complement the technical literature, although this is not essential.


	

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


	The overall language and English quality are suitable for scholarly communication, and the manuscript is generally clear and professional in tone. Nonetheless, there are instances of awkward phrasing, minor grammatical errors, and inconsistent spacing or punctuation that would benefit from careful copy-editing. Addressing these issues would improve readability and ensure the manuscript meets the stylistic expectations of an international academic audience.
	

	Optional/General comments


	In general terms, this is an ambitious and well-researched review that successfully captures the current state and future trajectory of machine learning in grain processing and quality inspection. With moderate language polishing and minor refinements to the abstract and title, the manuscript has strong potential to serve as a key reference for researchers and practitioners working at the intersection of artificial intelligence and grain science.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	No explicit ethical concerns are identified in this manuscript
	

	Are there competing interest issues in this manuscript?
	No competing interest issues are apparent.
	

	If plagiarism is suspected, please provide related proofs or web links.
	No plagiarism is suspected. 
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	PART  4: Objective Evaluation:



	Guideline
	MARKS of this  manuscript

	Give OVERALL MARKS you want to give to this manuscript 

( Highest: 10  Lowest: 0 )

Guideline: 

Accept As It Is: (>9-10)

Minor Revision: (>8-9)

Major Revision: (>7-8)

Serious Major revision: (>5-7)

Rejected (with repairable deficiencies and may be reconsidered): (>3-5)

Strongly rejected (with irreparable deficiencies.): (>0-3)
	8.5


	Editorial Comments (This section is reserved for the comments from journal editorial office and editors):



	
	Author’s Feedback

	
	


Reviewer Details:
This section is mandatory to prepare the Reviewer Certificate. 

Please complete this section carefully. Reviewer Certificate will be generated by using this information only. 

Your Certificate will be wrong, if you provide incorrect information. 

Please note modification of certificate will not be possible after generation. 

Certificate will not be issued if incomplete information is provided.

	Name of the Reviewer
	Kurniawan Arif Maspul

	Department of Reviewer
	Faculty Of Finance & Admin. Science

	University or Institution of Reviewer
	Al-Madinah International University

	Country of Reviewer
	Malaysia

	Position: (Professor/lecturer, etc.) of Reviewer
	Researcher

	Email ID of Reviewer
	Ck885@lms.mediu.edu.my
kurniawanarifmaspul@gmail.com

	WhatsApp Number of Reviewer (Optional)
	

	Write 5-8 Keywords regarding expertise of Reviewer
	


Created by: DR
              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM
   
Version: 3 (07-07-2024)

