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Abstract

Rice variety classification is a crucial process in the agricultural industry, directly impacting product quality and production
efficiency. This article presents a method for enhancing rice variety classification efficiency using a Convolutional Neural
Network (CNN) integrated with a customized Prewitt operator for precise edge detection from grain images.
This technique improves the accuracy of distinguishing between rice varieties with similar characteristics. The
experimental results demonstrate that the CNN model combined with the Prewitt operator achieves a classification
accuracy of 98.5%. This performance surpasses previous research using other methods, such as Sobel and Canny
edge detection, which reported accuracies ranging from 85% to 96%. This article discusses the development stages
of the CNN model and the Prewitt operator and provides a comparison with related works, highlighting its effectiveness

across diverse environments.

Keywords: Rice variety, deep learning, convolutional neural networks, EfficientNetBO

" fanenaanangd, anginomaaiuazma lulabgunw amiinendonwiug

2 amzinaluladfsan sniinmdvmaluladnownsnzinesn nenvaiunys

' Assistant professor, Faculty of Sciences and Health Technology, Kalasin University, Kalasin

% Faculty of Social Technology, Rajamangala University of Technology Tawan-ok, Chanthaburi Campus, Chanthaburi
* Corresponding author: E-mail: nattavut.sr@ksu.ac.th



338

LN
msai"]LmﬂmﬂﬁufﬁnLﬂu%ﬁﬂum:mumiﬁéwﬁzﬂu
gamwnITNEaINYId ag9 bsinwludantiu madiuun
a’mﬁuﬁnﬂsmuﬂagmlﬁmﬁ'ummvl,ajl,muﬁ'nﬁmmn
SnuinauadeiuIzninem ﬂﬁmf NMIMUBNTIBENS
LL;iuﬂ"ﬁaLﬂu%?'m"'lLﬂmﬁamuqmqmmwLLa:ﬂ%'mJ?a
Uszntawninda ludagdunaluladnmadszaiana
mwua:miﬁmﬁﬁaﬁn (Deep Learning) (LeCun et al.,
2015) ladnundunummaanlwnsudilynidiunig
FuunaoRuidn laslawiznsdszandld lassing
ﬂi:ﬁ’]ﬂLLUUﬂﬂﬂ’Jg‘ffﬂ (Convolutional Neural Networks:
CNN) (Krizhevsky et al., 2012) Afiaa1ua1u13
lun1stiensiuazasafuquansmuadidnvesnin
(Arunsiriwattana et al., 2021; Kongchai, 2023; Rattanapoka,
2024; Senawong et al., 2022; Sriwiboon, 2021) atidle
Aaumslzluiaa CNN iResatadsianadaliiiasne
1umsaf'1LLunmﬂﬁufﬁwaﬁﬁﬁﬂﬂm:ﬂﬁmﬂ'ﬁaﬁu 3nne
Hywvesnwitoriowniil (Chatnuntawech et al., 2018;
Gayathri Devi & Siddappa, 2017; Kolkure & Shaikh, 2017;
Mousavirad & Minaei, 2012; Zareiforoush et al., 2016)
AlanedEmasunniaadnafseddasitalunisasiaiu
youflidaian
@T’Jalmeﬁmuﬁ%’uﬁ%aﬁwLauamsﬂ%'uﬂ;aﬂi:'&"n%mw
28313LA8 CNN §28mILE Prewitt Operator (Prewitt, 1970)

28

FadwmnefiaareiuveuiildiumsUSudsanzamsy
Tayganwiaaadnn M3ARWINTEINENTIBRANY
A0 lumMInenueE ez Buam AN IINEATY Laz
°1hﬂlﬁmﬁi"m,uﬂmsﬁuﬁﬁnﬁm'ml,l,sjuﬁm'm?ia%u
HANINARBILEAIIALAUIN NTIE CNN S2ufy

Prewitt Operator mmimﬁummu&iuﬂw (Accuracy) 183
Tuaaldadnstaian Tasawnzluluiaa EficientNetB0 #
i AnuwluggIgaia 98.5% %dgaﬂ'jwmﬂﬁ CNN
L‘v"\imaﬂ"ml,amﬁﬁmﬂ’;'ml,l,mﬁwagﬁ 96.8% luiansu 9
1% ResNet50V2 Uas InceptionVa AXUszaNnTAWaTw
athaulddadansle Prewitt Operator UnANNaZIN
LEUBLUWINIINTUTULGS Prewitt Operator M3&3191uL0R
CNN AR FULAERNANINARaIALFAITIUs=ANT WA
Lﬁw%ﬂumﬁfmuﬂmUﬁuﬁ:ﬁn
TanuUsraeA099wIY

1. Lﬁal,aual,l,mwmﬂﬁﬂ%'mwia Prewitt Operator
ém%’mi’muna’mﬁunfﬂﬁn

Jatsada Singthongchai, Suttipong Klongdee, Nattavut Sriwiboon

J Sci Technol MSU

assluas (Model) Tagls NN snSUTUUNEEAUE
Frafiuaneain 5 auRUS

2. augasliifiwitdimIvSuudaanzliiu
Prewitt Operator ﬁtﬁ%ﬂi@m’mﬁﬁﬂﬁ (Chatnuntawech et
al., 2018; Gayathri Devi & Siddappa, 2017; Kolkure &
Shaikh, 2017; Mousavirad & Minaei, 2012; Zareiforoush
et al., 2016)

3. mmsnLﬁuﬂizf‘m%mwmﬁhLmﬂmﬂﬁmf
Tl ULLDIIREI CNN

nEiuazwiIsefitiato
1. Tassdradszamuvuaanlgdu (Convolutional
Neural Network: CNN)

lassnedszamuunaauligdu (Convolutional
Neural Network: CNN) WulasstneUszanidoud
gnaammumLﬁamsﬂizmawaﬁagamw laganée
NNI7N9%VAY convolutional layers Fsvwihiiamaiy
ATENBUAIAWIZVBINIW LT VoY, JUNT9, waziiladu s
CNN Tunumadglunudumssuunnn nMsasa
AT UaTMIULIFIUNN witslugoagnssusaaiioy
7289 CNN fAa VGG16 Waz VGG19 (Simonyan &
Zisserman, 2015) Ssuiumsoenuuuizuuieussldns
1389@7284 convolutional layers %mﬂ%u lay VGG16 §
16 % Waz VGG19 & 19 Tu &% InceptionV3 (Szegedy
et al., 2016) 1inadla Inception module ARG
184 convolution 1w layer 1o vilkaunsnivgmanyme
wannwangldludunauidsn daanfia ResNets0vV2 (He
etal., 2016) %ﬂ“ﬁ Residual Blocks Lﬁaaﬂﬂtym vanishing
gradient Iuﬂ’li?;lﬂim@laﬁﬁﬂmﬂ ResNet50V2 il 50 layers
waziimIUTudsanmsauwaniszning layer lifianauaiug
A9 lusnisfl EfficientNetBO (Tan & Le, 2019) 3aiin
mfiudssEnsmwesmsUsusmeasanudn (depth),
AMANIN (width), LRZANUAZLEATBININ (resolution)
atnsaNan vl EffcientNet LﬂquL@aﬁﬁﬂszaw%nwwga
lummzﬁiﬁwwswﬁL@a§ﬁaﬂniwju5u 9

2. N13M13299UVDY (Edge Detection)

Edge Detection 1Junafiasanlulszuians
mwaﬁﬁaﬁlﬂﬁi:qd’]Lmu',aﬂuawau (edges) V89707
Tunw lagardomsewmnsiasnudasasanuidy
PBIRNLTA (pixel) NMIATINILVIUTILULNTAYWIBILY
vauwalumwiiedienziiiudu Snanedsfiaeuls



Vol 45. No 3, May-June 2026

Prewitt Operator #9l¥msenuwnanluuminoniazuw
é@ﬁ’mﬂﬂﬂ’sgfu (convolution) NU kernel TW1a 3x3 an
dhasmitsRa Sobel Operator S9iiludanastufindofiu
Prewitt udlianuadmivianasannndt iliuadins
ﬁmwwwummiaé’tgry']miun'mmﬂ‘ﬁu wananitdsed
Roberts Cross Operator “7]1?? kernel T#1@ 2x2 ¥inlkas79
Jupavldagrmaidianuhdesugimsuniu u
=il Canny Edge Detection Hunafafidudanuni s
TaeNaNwN1IYi1 Gaussian Smoothing, Gradient Calculation,
Non-maximum Suppression L8z Double Thresholding
IR arnaufiTalasuazudug wonannided Laplacian of
Gaussian (LoG) ﬁl“ﬁmii’m Gaussian Smoothing 11U
Laplacian Gradient {Aan35a352930v R B8aNNY%
Edge Detection 3uiiluia3asfosdnlunasnu gu
mMIusniaglunin nsTeeinumanIunng uaz
mun g luilywmmsueafuuasnaufaieas (computer

- A
vision) 81 9

3. NIAILRWAIINIING (Prewitt Operator)

Prewitt Aowiisluinsasnsamaivvoy (edge
detection) AlFlunsUszurananwaITaLRovLEUIEL
%%amaummaﬁ@qlumw FnsoaitledSumswamdu
1ae Judith M. S. Prewitt 113 @.¢/1. 1970 (Prewitt, 1970)
wazDunilslwdiRiouss s it nansumsasie
JUVBLRANNITNNIUVEY Prewitt Operator ¥ind1ulag
Fwrmnsdasuntasvesinfinialunin L‘ﬁ"aszqdm
Afmaasnulasasnemai deTnasusurisues
vauvadinglunin la pldimiinsnsiuluiiananm e
(vertical) LazWWINAY (horizontal) @INTa9 Prewitt 3zld
MIAUWIUNINALOUG (Gradient) 1ufienis X uaz Y lag
1% convolutional kernel ﬁd‘ﬁ

Kernel luluinan (Horizontal Kernel, G, ):

—-101
Go=|-101 1)
—101

Kernel Tiali1h2619 (Vertical Kernel, G, ):

111

G, =[o 0o o0 (2)
11 -1

PUADWNITATUIUVDLA 8 Prewitt

1) Itk Gradient lufians X uaz Y lagld

kernel Gx WAz Gy NUNTWAURIU (Original Image) LD
%1 gradient Tuudasfianis

Enhancing the efficiency of a convolutional neural network model for rice variety

classification using a customized prewitt operator

2) AWk Magninde V83 Gradient lanlggas
LN WANNLITNTUD B gradient @9t

2

Magnitude = ij + G,
@)

a adw A e X
‘Iﬁ‘a‘ﬂluﬂim‘ﬂﬁa{lﬂ’]?ﬂ’]iﬂizw’lQNN‘HLTJ“]J%

] Mﬂiﬂlﬁﬂﬂiﬂizwﬁ T

Magnitude = lle + |Gy| )

4. wISefifigaTas

Prakash Wazanus (Prakash et al., 2022) 'la@nu
LﬁlEJ’JﬁUﬂ’]’i‘ﬂoﬂLLuﬂﬁ’]Uﬁuif“ﬁ/’]’ﬂ@UI%IEJL@‘INI@]SG"IJ"]EI
Ueanifisuuuuaauligdu (CNN) laun VGG16 waz
Vanilla CNN Uu"gﬂ“ﬂ/a%la Rice Image Dataset %dﬂi:ﬂau
MIMWLUEAT1IIUIU 75,000 MW ATBUARNTII 5
mﬂﬁuf VL@TLm' Arborio, Basmati, Ipsala, Jasmine &g
Karacadag Hanminaaadiaadinluiaa VGG16 lienanu
Linuﬁ'lgaqﬂﬁﬂi:mm 96%

Vania WazAms (Vania et al., 2023) 14
g01Ua8n3ITU MobileNetvV2 saunuinaita Transfer
Learning Lﬁa'cﬁﬁl,t,uﬂiﬁamﬂ‘*g@iagalﬁ s laguiudinng
arsluieafidumadnuaslszunana laoineTaE) nadns
L&A1 MobileNetV2 mmmaﬁ’muﬂﬁuﬁﬁwﬂﬁatmﬁ
Uszansnwm Tapflananuusinsngls=anns 98.2% Saimans
aniumsdgndliiugUnsainnwiniaszuuilaein

Shardy (Shardy, 2023) lé¥1sanilasnssy
VGG16 ﬁmum'ﬁﬂﬂuumﬁa;&a ImageNet au5uldniu
Rice Image Dataset laeld3% Transfer Learning WaN13
‘n@aa\aLLam'j'f[sJmamm’mGmuﬁﬁﬂumxmadl,uﬁmﬁavlﬁ
atuinuaznaniduilym overftting 'lad Tan'lde
aNnNunENL TN 97%

Noroozi (Noroozi, 2023)1ﬁﬁ@uuﬂm@m CNN ‘ﬁu
Tnalaglildlueafidiwnsin e Tesiinluaes
FIudiSuduLn Rice Image Dataset wafazlaifinvld
Transfer Learning udlueafisaduaansasiuunany
wugtha ldatouaiutluszdulszanm 96.5% Fam=vion
f§9AN8AIWUBI CNN an’%wimﬂﬁagaﬁuiﬂUm{i

Jiang Lazawe (Jiang et al., 2022) 1 Prewitt
Operator tAaas3uvevluRTAGATE 1T lsnlugauaz
Tuils Tagldawanndas RGB MsANHINLIN Prewitt
Operator TA8LRNAMVLLIBENIHNNTATIVT VIO VLSS
mmmﬂizqﬂﬂ%ﬁuﬁumﬂﬁﬂﬂ'm'%ﬂuil,%aﬁﬂvlﬁarhaﬁ

339



340

U5eENTAW HanIINaaaIuaaditauLnenlung
afWLLuﬂﬁmﬁLﬂuIsﬂgaﬁd 92%

Ali uazame (Ali et al., 2021) 19 Prewitt
Operator 1%NN3AT2793U2UVBININNIANTUNNE LT%
X-ray, MRI uaz CT Scan w"\i'al,mmﬁaaaﬂﬁ%aaimzaan
INAuREs 3ld Prewitt TraiinanuaNTaves oy
waztfinanuuinglunnsitedy Tastanilunwid
FUUIBILNIU NANINARDILEAIINANULL N TWNT
SRS MImMsUNNERNTUES 89%

Martinez Lazatwe (Martinez et al., 2023) o
Prewitt Operator lumsAenzAnmweni ymﬁam’m%’u
PauvaInNilszing 1T AURUILAZNEAT NANINARDS
WUI1 Prewitt Operator mmsmmﬂﬂuauwmawﬁuﬁvlﬁ
aganduguwazlsiianlunsUsznianatasnitnail
adng minmesuaaviitielinmensininszeslng
fuszansnm lasamzlunwiifl Fyanmsunaue

Chen uazamsz (Chen et al., 2020) (W3sulipy
Prewitt Operator NU Sobel W&z Canny lumsamaduvey
283t 8ATITE RSO UL UGN T NamIIANBINLIN
Prewitt Operator @T33u2aulaTIAL5uazaneN land
ANWUNUENFIN 85% Tuanwussfinandnsin ooy
iU Sobel WLaz Canny mMsasduveuRTIaiiitiele
mavaszuy3ainiheesas

Nguyen wazatmhe (Nguyen et al., 2021)
14 Prewitt Operator lwnsasraduvevluniniaLiis
Ursdninwlunsaiaguansasagannwluszuy
jﬁfﬂwﬁw NANIINANBILEAIIT Prewitt Operator 728
Uiudpenuwingldainsfitoadny lasamnzluan:
waflimiane Anuudngvosszuvaas luriis
Pl 87% aiReuiuszuilildnsaseduaay

Raj uazAme (Raj et al., 2023) IF Prewitt
Operator TunmsamaivweuRnannmfiaela BAuEUR
inEas aivanuaminsolunsuenfisandsueson
wazzaolumIafineu 1w mafiuifisuazmadanan
M31E Prewitt Operator T8aALIANIUNNTUIZNIANALES
LﬁwmmLL&iuﬁﬂun'mwmmz‘F@]q NANTINARBILEAIIN
ﬁumuﬁmmmLmﬂﬁmwnvﬁmﬁavleﬁmuﬂwﬁa 88% LAY
sananlumsdszanana ldds 15% Setaoiinyssansamw
lumsvhausasusudineas

Wang uazatuz (Wang et al., 2019) dazeneld
Prewitt Operator #A1IATIIVVOUFIONBILUAINENE
Laﬂmsa%ﬁaLﬁ@ﬂﬁiﬁa"wﬁ’;ﬁﬂm (Optical Character

Jatsada Singthongchai, Suttipong Klongdee, Nattavut Sriwiboon

J Sci Technol MSU

Recognition: OCR) NANNINARAILIAIIN Prewitt Operator
Husnddnesasnaniuwnasldesedlsinsnnuas
nanuuiwlumsuasmwidudaany mslineda
ﬁ"ﬁ'sﬂam]”aﬁ@wm@mné’ryagwmmmuluqummwefn
NAAWEWL1N Prewitt Operator 12 SLANANULIBE U
uwdasmwidudaanuldgefis 92%

Mousavirad azatwe (Mousavirad & Minaei,
2012) 14 Backpropagation Neural Network 32a7U
AMANBULNNIIUNTIVBLNAAT s usnlszianuas
Aunwzasi My Msliinefidgunsigaslu
mﬁmsw:ﬁqmé’nwm:mwwwaamﬁwﬁnﬁﬁé’m&mﬂﬂﬁ
LAEIN LL@iﬁﬂ’J’]NLL&iuﬂ’]agﬁ 91.09% Faffaenin3Tng
A% CNN $rufumMInsIaduaay

Zareiforoush LLazatwe (Zareiforoush et al., 2016)
1 CNN $aunuinadia metaheuristic Lﬁaﬁi’muﬂqmmw
Pa9LEaTaNnAENY nslE metaheuristic a8
mmLszuﬁﬂumifd"\memzmmaauqmmwmaaiTn"l,@T
£9 96.3% laguiwlinsls CNN W alarzhamnIndm
"?1;mumiﬂﬁ'@LLazmiLmﬂﬁJmnﬂﬁﬁﬂUa:t,’é’mga

Kolkure ez Shaikh (Kolkure & Shaikh, 2017)
Nidpiwamnlues CNN ufumefiansyUszanans
mmﬁamaauqmmwmaﬁn Taglsfiaasiasnanan
mﬂmwmmwﬁm%uﬁ"amnaauqmmw NANINARND
uaasliiAndl CNN sanTadsgmansuznwldfuazli
ANMNUNHEN 92.5% Twn3an LLuﬂﬂﬁnﬁﬁqmmwu@m@iwﬁu

Gayathri Devi Wasatwe (Gayathri Devi &
Siddappa, 2017) 1% CNN s2ufumaRansUszaianann
Lﬁ‘ﬂif’]Lmnqmmwmaomgwﬁn NANIINARDILEAIIN
CNN mmsnLmﬂ"ﬁnﬁﬁ@qmmwmeehaﬁ'uvlﬁaamﬁ
UszaNT N Iﬂﬂlﬁﬁayaﬁvlﬁmnmwmwaamﬁm'm
luiaa CNN sansadsgmanszadyamnmnlalayl
dasltnauinnINieesidaan il anuutuen
93% %aﬂuwaé’wfﬁﬁlumsmnaauqmmwmaa“ﬁn

Itthi Chatnuntawech (Chatnuntawech et al., 2018)
muﬁ%’aﬁﬁuauamﬂ% Deep Convolutional Neural
Network (DCNN) UM TENsAWEsI naTuLie
FuunaeRuiT? I@ﬂlﬁﬁagal,%aﬁuﬁLLazL%amﬂn@%'u
INAWENLLNEATI? AUEINITAVEI CNN luns
"3mm:1§‘ﬁa;&aﬁ1ﬁmn hyperspectral imaging mliluieaa
mmmLﬁuﬂ'nml,&iuﬂﬁugaq@ﬁa 96.3% UM IILUAL?

MmN Seneuniidlszau iy
TunTTuunuaad1 R anwmead uiuL a5 uwn



Vol 45. No 3, May-June 2026

muﬁufﬁ%mn%mu I8 (Gayathri Devi & Siddappa,
2017) ugasliifiuitud CNN azfidnaniwgelunis
AANAQUANHULIINAIN wdfInemsasraTusaud
azioa vinldnsusndoeanowug liuainduiisana
1%"111‘%3“7% (Mousavirad & Minaei, 2012) 5 Backpropagation
Neural Network T3ufiumydiamzwzunsg Fslsimadluung
N8 uAfsfianuungenIaEAlE CNN S wmSusnud
fufaunin (Kolkure & Shaikh, 2017) wenenaun lilym
fishamsls NN wfumafiansyszaaanamwiuL
wafInfiTaTnaluidnnuLNkE1VeINTATIITUVOD
&% (Chatnuntawech et al., 2018) I sz uufils
hyperspectral imaging 334NU Deep CNN Lﬁlaﬂ%'llﬂ?d
anauiuglumItuunanoiuiing uddslimunsaud
Hywwevi hitaauldiionun 11wite (Zareiforoush et
al., 2016) 14 metaheuristic techniques 3947L CNN "f%d
Wnamuudugrlumasuun udisnadidymlunsdindes
AU RTUT D

35113798
muﬁ%’yﬁﬁ’3’@1qﬂs:aaﬁtﬁaﬂ%’uﬂ;aﬂszaw‘ﬁmw
pas3luian CNN &niunisauunasiuidilagly
Prewitt Operator AldSUmsdSuLdsanz Sslunszuin
MITuuReIss Figure 1 lagseaziBuauasdtmsfiana
Tnssdsvilusasiunaudnsg aoil

Prewitt Operator

» S

Q = .
5 .g Kernel:
g g 5x5

3 S

2 z 7x7

0 =)

b~ c

O | | 7 [

1] %]

g g

© o —45,45
£ S

- o

B a

& )

w fud Threshold ~0.3
3 a

Gaussian

Smoothing 1.0-1.5

Enhancing the efficiency of a convolutional neural network model for rice variety

341

classification using a customized prewitt operator

1. mMsthusIuINTYE
Foygammwwaadnililunsidsildnnngm
ﬁaga Rice Image Dataset SIGINET] Kaggle ‘Tildlli:ﬂau
unWNEat1d 5 MeWus aoRugaz 15,000 AN
VL@TLm' Arborio, Basmati, Ipsala, Jasmine, Karacadag
324 75,000 NN I@mLwia:myﬁuﬁ:ﬁﬁ’]mumwﬁﬂ BWE
fuSumstnuaznazauluiaa CNN Lﬁﬂlﬂ@’fﬁagaﬁmu
tulazATaUAguNNUIzIATN

= v
2. MILA3LATDYA
ﬁagamwmﬁﬂﬁnﬁmmgﬂﬁwmmLLﬂt:fiT@’Lﬁ
atlustunufivaanzavswiunisilendngluiaa CNN
PWANINWATAD 224x224 Anwwa WiNanNEAR ey
8011Ja8n33N CNN N9iunled wasdmsUSusfniaa
adluz24 0-1 lawldny normalize ialfinyszininnlu
=i
matnluias

3. Prewitt Operator fAlSundaany

Tuduaeanit n13eLAun1T Prewitt Operator
Qﬂﬁwml"ﬁlﬁammﬁwawaamwLuﬁ@rﬂ’n ool
MIUTULA RN EN AL AN B ANZUBI M WLNAAT?
LS gt | FsnszurumsiiinsUSundsimnined
@149 w‘iiaLﬁwﬂszaﬂ%mwlumsﬁaﬁagaqmé’nwmzﬁ
fdpesniatneenanlildinniiga lun1s3duiliins
1TUUe Prewitt Operator Lﬁ‘alﬁmmsnﬁﬁagaﬁﬂwmz
Lz Ead dagsmanz ey MIUTuuaaan

Aauaai

VGG16

VGG19

InceptionV3

Performance evaluation

ResNet50V2

EfficientNetB0

Figure 1 Research Methodology Flowchart



342

Basmati

Arborio

Jatsada Singthongchai, Suttipong Klongdee, Nattavut Sriwiboon

Ipsala

Original image

J Sci Technol MSU

Jasmine

Karacadag

Prewitt Operator

Figure 2 Results from the customized Prewitt operator process
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Figure 3 summarizes the comparison between using CNN alone and using CNN combined with the Prewitt Operator.
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Table 1 Results of the CNN model in classifying rice varieties
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Model Accuracy (%) Precision (%) Recall (%) F1-Score (%)
VGG16 94.5 94.2 94.4 94.3
VGG19 95.0 94.9 95.0 94.9
InceptionV3 95.8 95.5 95.7 95.6
ResNet50V2 96.2 96.1 96.2 96.1
EfficientNetB0 96.8 96.7 96.8 96.7

Table 2 Results of the CNN model combined with the specifically customized Prewitt Operator process for rice

variety classification

Model Accuracy (%) Precision (%) Recall (%) F1-Score (%)
VGG16 97.9 97.8 97.9 97.8
VGG19 98 98 98 98
InceptionV3 98.1 98.2 98.1 98.1
ResNet50V2 98.2 98.3 98.2 98.2
EfficientNetBO 98.5 98.6 98.5 98.6

Table 3 Comparison of accuracy performance between the proposed method in this research and previous research

Reference Proposed Method Accuracy (%)
(Prakash et al., 2022) VGG16, Vanilla CNN 96.0
(Vania et al., 2023) MobileNetV2 + Transfer Learning 98.2
(Shardy, 2023) VGG16 + Transfer Learning 97.0
(Noroozi, 2023) Custom CNN (trained from scratch) 96.5
This work CNN + Prewitt Operator 98.5
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