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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 is highly important to the scientific community because it provides an integrated analysis of how transfer learning bridges the gap between resource-intensive deep learning research and practical, data-scarce real-world applications. By systematically comparing architectures like ResNet and Vision Transformers across specialized fields such as medical imaging and agriculture, it gives researchers a clear guide for balancing model accuracy with computational efficiency. Furthermore, by identifying critical future research directions like explainable AI and hybrid models, the paper serves as a valuable roadmap for developing scalable, robust, and ethical intelligent visual systems.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the current title perfectly matches the paper's content. It clearly tells the reader that the manuscript reviews transfer learning methods, compares different models, and explores their real-world applications. Because it is already accurate and easy to understand, no alternative title is needed.
	

	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.


	Yes, the abstract is highly comprehensive, effectively summarizing the paper's core focus, the models compared, application domains, and future challenges. I do not recommend deleting any points, as it successfully provides a clear and structured roadmap of the entire review. However, adding a brief sentence highlighting the most significant finding—such as ResNet and EfficientNet offering the best performance trade-offs—would make it even stronger.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct and accurately explains the core principles of deep learning. It uses the right math formulas and correctly describes how models like ResNet and Vision Transformers work. Additionally, its conclusions about balancing a model's accuracy with its processing speed are well-supported by current research.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The manuscript is scientifically accurate, correctly explaining deep learning principles, mathematical formulas, and the mechanics of models like ResNet and Vision Transformers.
	

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


	Yes, the English language quality is highly suitable for scholarly communications because it consistently uses precise academic terminology, clear sentence structures, and a formal, objective tone.
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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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