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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.


	This manuscript makes a significant contribution to the field of precision agriculture, particularly in the development of an automated tomato ripeness detection system using deep learning. This research is practically relevant because it directly addresses the challenges of tomato harvesting, which is still dominated by manual and subjective work. The use of the CUDA Deep Neural Network (cuDNN)-based YOLOv26 model provides a novel approach that has the potential to improve the efficiency and accuracy of robotic harvesting systems.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is quite descriptive and reflects the content of the manuscript. However, there is one serious concern: the term 'YOLOv26' is currently unknown in the scientific literature. Publicly known versions of YOLO only go up to YOLOv10/v11/v12. If 'YOLOv26' is a name coined/modified by the authors themselves, this should be explicitly and transparently explained in the manuscript.
	

	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 quite comprehensive, covering the objectives, study design, methodology, results, and conclusions. However, there is a note of correction that there is no mention of verifying the validity of the name 'YOLOv26' — this should be clarified.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The methodology is quite systematic.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	Quite good and understandable
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