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PART  1: Comments 

 

 Reviewer’s comment Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part 

in the manuscript. 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. 

 

The research topic holds a significant importance for the scientific community due to its multifaceted impact on 

technology, agriculture, and sustainability. 

 

Is the title of the article suitable? 

(If not please suggest an alternative title) 

 

The paper primarily focuses on reviewing and synthesizing existing research without presenting new or original 

contributions. To better align with the content, it is suggested that the topic be modified to explicitly reflect the 

paper’s nature as a comprehensive review.  

 

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. 

 

It is suggested that the author should also include the limitations of previous studies that employed machine 

learning and deep learning algorithms for fruit sorting and grading. 

 

Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write 

here. 
The manuscript is scientifically sound.  

Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have 

suggestions of additional references, please mention 

them in the review form. 

1. The author has conducted an extensive review of the literature. However, it is noted that approximately 

50% of the references cited are older than five years. Updating the references to include more recent 

studies would enhance the relevance and timeliness of the review. 

2. The in-text citations included the use of the ampersand (&) instead of “and”. It is recommended to 

follow the appropriate citation and referencing style guidelines to ensure consistency and adherence to 

standard academic conventions. 

 

 

Is the language/English quality of the article suitable 

for scholarly communications? 

 

The English quality of this manuscript is considered suitable for scholarly communications as it conforms to the 

standards of clarity and accuracy expected in academic writing.  

 

Optional/General comments 

 

1. It is suggested that the author should include a thorough discussion of the limitations of the reviewed 

studies. This analysis should identify gaps, or unresolved challenges within the existing body of work. 

Highlighting these limitations will provide a clearer rationale for further research and enhance the 

critical depth of the review  

2. The keywords should be arranged alphabetically. 

 

 

 

PART  2:  
 

 
Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and 

highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write 
his/her feedback here) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

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