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	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.


	· Comprehensive Literature Review

· Well-supported with recent references from SCOPUS and IEEE-indexed journals.

· Covers IoT applications in both civil and agricultural engineering.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes
	

	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 is well-written and informative, yet some finishing touches could make it clearer and more effective. For example, you can arrive at the methodology by indicating whether it was a survey, case study, literature review, or otherwise to carry out the survey. I would also appreciate seeing some of the key findings highlighted to help drive home the contribution of the study and give a clearer sense of what exactly it offers. If the study is limited to some particular scope—e.g., geographic area or types of infrastructure—mentioning this may be more useful to the analysis. Finally, mentioning the implications of your research in practice would highlight the practicality of the research, particularly insofar as future policy-making and technology development in smart infrastructure is involved.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript appears scientifically sound. It accurately describes the transformative impact of IoT on both civil and agricultural engineering, detailing how technologies like real-time monitoring, predictive maintenance, and automated control are being applied. The discussion on challenges—ranging from technological and economic to policy obstacles, especially in remote and rural areas—is well-aligned with current issues in the field. Additionally, the forward-looking perspective on advancements such as edge computing, renewable energy, and smart rural infrastructure reflects contemporary trends and research directions.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are both sufficient and recent. The manuscript includes a wide range of studies, primarily from 2023 and 2024, covering the latest advancements in IoT applications across civil and agricultural engineering. 
A couple of suggestions for further strengthening the reference list and paper modification could be:
· Consider incorporating additional review articles or position papers on IoT security challenges, as this is a rapidly evolving area with significant implications for both infrastructure sectors.

· The Authors might also include a few standard references or guidelines from reputable organizations (such as IEEE or ITU) that outline IoT frameworks and best practices, which could further contextualize the technological and policy discussions.
· Add empirical case studies or experimental validation.

· Improve IoT security discussion with more technical details.

· Streamline redundant content for conciseness.

· Provide a comparative analysis of communication protocols.

· Enhance figures and diagrams for better visualization.
	

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


	The language and English quality of the article are generally suitable for scholarly communications. The writing is formal and technical, clearly conveying complex ideas in a structured manner.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript does not raise any significant ethical issues regarding its research methodology or content.
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