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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 addresses an important problem in precision agriculture by proposing a deep learning-based framework for real-time tomato maturity classification. The integration of object detection with agricultural automation contributes significantly to the development of intelligent harvesting systems. The study demonstrates practical applicability through real-time testing under varying illumination conditions. Overall, the work is relevant and beneficial to both the agricultural and computer vision research communities
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	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 

Suggestions:
· Include dataset split (training/validation/testing)

· Briefly highlight the novelty (Circular Bounding Box approach)
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes
	

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

  Include more recent works (2024–2025) related to YOLO-based agricultural detection

  Ensure consistent formatting of references
	

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


	The language is generally understandable, but minor grammatical and sentence structure improvements are required.
	

	Optional/General comments


	  The Circular Bounding Box (C-BB) is an interesting contribution but requires clearer justification or comparison with traditional bounding boxes.

  Include comparison with existing models such as YOLOv5/YOLOv8 for better validation.

  Provide complete mathematical expressions for evaluation metrics.

  Improve figure captions and formatting consistency.
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