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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 idea of conducting a survey on Smart Infrastructure Systems: IoT-Enabled Monitoring and Automation in Civil and Agricultural Engineering is valuable and relevant. The study assesses the technological, economic, and policy obstacles encountered in implementing IoT, focusing on challenges in remote and rural regions where connectivity and integration are crucial priorities. Therefore, this study can be qualified as a crucial instrument to the scientific community. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title should be reframed to include the nature of the article, such as a survey or review, to make it easily searchable by other researchers. 
	

	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 should be revised to include a sentence or a couple of sentences showing the gap in the state-of-the-art, giving significance to this survey being conducted. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	In terms of the time of references, the references are correctly chosen. However, there is a serious issue of citing the same author (Padhiary) more than 10 times, which is an exaggerated same citation. Please make sure one author is cited at least four times. Moreover, references at positions 2 and 3 represent the same work. I recommend exploring and citing these related works (https://ieeexplore.ieee.org/document/10879001, https://ieeexplore.ieee.org/document/9800832, https://doi.org/10.1016/j.atech.2024.100427, https://ieeexplore.ieee.org/document/9800832 ) that may give a crucial insight in line with the topic under exploration. 
	

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


	Using Grammarly, I can detect 93 grammatical issues. They may not all be the issues, but I recommend the authors double-check their English writing.  

	

	Optional/General comments


	1. The Title should be reframed to include the nature of the article, such as a survey or review, to make it easily searchable by other researchers.
2. The Abstract should be revised to include a sentence or a couple of sentences showing the gap in the state-of-the-art, giving significance to this survey being conducted.
3. I recommend exploring and citing these related works (https://ieeexplore.ieee.org/document/10879001, https://ieeexplore.ieee.org/document/9800832, https://doi.org/10.1016/j.atech.2024.100427, https://ieeexplore.ieee.org/document/9800832 ) that may give a crucial insight in line with the topic under exploration.
4. In the introduction, the authors should add a part showing the status of exploring the same topic and the gap in the existing review works to the field to justify the need for this article.  
5. I recommend restructuring the manuscript to add a section explaining how the articles are selected (how many are based on Civil Engineering and agricultural Engineering) and analysis to justify the data presented in the article and the highlighted future works. 

6. Please revise all figures to remove the unnecessary background colors, which make it look not original. Please use the same font for the figure labels and use only the color if they are explained in the legend. 
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 
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