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PART  1: Review Comments 
 

 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) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
This paper proposed an artificial intelligence-based method for agriculture, that is, it 
can judge whether the crop may be “healthy” or the “diseased”. And the author(s) 
adopted Python-based Django framework to develop the corresponding web 
application. 

 
This paper is interesting. I have the following comments: 

 
1. Currently many deep learning-based algorithms have been developed/applied for 
agriculture, maybe it is better to use a section to present/discuss these related work 
in the literature. Also, please add appropriate references. 
 
2. The font in Figures 17-19 looks smaller than the font in Figure 22. Please check 
and modify it. 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
There are several tiny issues: 
 
1.Some pictures are centered and some are not, please unify them; 
 
2.In References, some authors use abbreviations, and some don't, for example, Ref. 
[4] vs. Ref. [2]. 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
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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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