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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.
	
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	The title should reflect the concept of real-time robotic harvesting.
	

	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.
	This research proposes a real-time detection framework using deep learning for automated tomato ripeness classification to support robotic harvesting applications. A dataset consisting of 1,000 labeled tomato images was prepared, categorized into three ripeness levels: unripe, beginning to change color, and ripe. Circular bounding (C-BB) was employed to accurately represent the fruit's geometry, offering greater precision than traditional rectangular bounding. A YOLO (Yield-Only-Low) detection model was trained using the Ultralytics framework on a GPU-enabled platform, scaling all images to 640 × 640 pixels. Model performance was evaluated using precision, recall, F1 score, and average accuracy (AP). Real-time tests were conducted under sunlight and shade using an accelerated inference system with cuDNN. The results show that the proposed framework achieves 96.91% precision, 98.37% recall, and 97.85% AP under sunlight, while maintaining 95.47% precision and 95.67% AP under low light conditions. These results demonstrate the proposed system's ability to reliably and accurately detect tomato ripeness under varying light conditions. And it has high potential for precision
agriculture and robotic harvesting.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	1. A dataset of 1,000 images for deep learning is considered small; more augmentation detail and class distribution information should be included.
2. Training parameters should include batch size, learning rate, and image augmentation types.
3. The discussion should include a comparative analysis of the results with other research and an explanation of the rationale behind the findings.
	

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

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