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PART  1: Comments 
 

 Reviewer’s comment 
Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during 
peer review. 
 

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 chapter title is acceptable but doesn’t seem to hold significant value for the broader 
community. While it addresses ultrasonic sensors, the topic feels somewhat niche and less 
impactful in the current context. A more contemporary or community-focused title could have 
made the chapter more appealing and relevant. 

Very less work has been carried out in India on the usage of the 
sensors for the detection of target in agriculture. Many similar studies 
were carried out for detection of target in robotics, counting of people 
etc.,. changing the title may change the entire context for which they 
have used. 

Is the title of the article suitable? 
(If not please suggest an alternative title) 

 

The current title is somewhat limited in its appeal and relevance. A more contemporary title that 
reflects the broader applications of ultrasonic sensors would increase its significance. 

The sensors were used for detection of the target in the present study 
for the development of the variable rate sprayer. Hence, the title is 
limited to detection of target only. 

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. 

 

The abstract and introduction are well-crafted, providing readers with just enough background 
information to grasp the topic. They are concise yet engaging, successfully maintaining the 
reader’s interest without overwhelming them with unnecessary details. This balance is 
commendable and sets a strong foundation for the rest of the paper. 

-- 

Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please 
write here. 

Yes, the manuscript appears scientifically valid, with a well-structured methodology and 
appropriate statistical measures. However, the formulas need proper mathematical notation, 
and all abbreviations should be clearly defined upon first use. 

Abbreviations are defined and mathematical notations are given 

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

The references are outdated and insufficient, which undermines the paper’s credibility. A lack 
of recent and diverse sources suggests that the research may not be grounded in the latest 
developments or a robust theoretical framework. Including more up-to-date and comprehensive 
references would strengthen the foundation of the paper. 

References were added 

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

 

Yes. -- 

Optional/General comments 
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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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