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	PART  1: Comments


	
	Reviewer’s comment

	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 is valuable because it systematically demonstrates how classical image preprocessing choices strongly influence performance in imbalanced classification tasks. By providing interpretable, well-controlled comparisons of Gaussian–edge feature pipelines, it offers practical guidance for researchers working with noisy, real-world image data. The study serves as a useful methodological benchmark for scientific domains where data limitations and model transparency are critical.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	
No.

	

	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 and well structured, and it clearly summarizes the motivation, methodology, and key findings of the study. It appropriately highlights the role of preprocessing, the use of multiple edge detectors and classifiers, and the importance of evaluating performance beyond overall accuracy in imbalanced settings.
Minor suggestions for improvement:
1. Consider adding one quantitative result (e.g., the best macro F1-score or minority-class F1-score) to strengthen the impact and specificity of the findings.
2. The abstract could be slightly tightened by removing one sentence-level repetition about the importance of preprocessing, without losing clarity.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct. The methods are appropriate, the analysis is sound, and the conclusions are well supported by the results.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references are sufficient and include relevant and recent studies. They adequately cover classical methods, imbalanced learning, and recent applications in bee image classification; no essential references appear to be missing.
	

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

	Yes, English quality are suitable for scholarly communication. The manuscript is clearly written, well structured, and uses appropriate academic terminology, with only minor editorial polishing needed in a few places.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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