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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.


	This manuscript holds great value for the global scientific community as it presents an overview of the landscape through which AI, automation and emerging technologies are shaping food systems. “The global warming is a biggest challenge for the Planet, but there are future solutions like Earthtruss that are innovating and creating solutions for issues like Food Security, Sustainability, Waste Management, Supply Chain Management and so on. This study provides useful information to researchers, policymakers, and industry stakeholders working toward sustainable and resilient food systems by examining recent progress and future research opportunities. Also, it connects technology innovation with practical implementation across the global food supply network, promoting interdisciplinary collaboration for a modernizing of the efficiencies of the global food network.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is well-structured and conveys the core themes of the manuscript.
	

	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 comprehensive but can be improved for clarity and completeness. Here are my suggestions:

· Clarify that this is a review paper assessing the role of AI and emerging technologies on food systems.

· Highlight the challenges like costs, infrastructure, regulations along side benefits.

· Instead of "diverse studies," list potential areas for research as AI ethics, infrastructure, or regulation.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is valid scientifically and well organized. It captures the part of AI, automation and emerging technologies and broader sustainable food systems, and references the literature clearly underpinning key arguments throughout it. The food-focused application of technical concepts like AI-driven automation, blockchain-based traceability, and IoT-powered monitoring, is correctly articulated as it pertains to food production, supply chain optimization, and waste reduction. Moreover, the manuscript identifies specific obstacles, including the price and regulatory issues involved, creating a comprehensive and credible scientific discussion.

However, some small adjustments would enhance clarity, coherence, and comprehensiveness, especially given the need to ensure accurate and relevant terminology, specify AI models or [machine learning] techniques, and conclude with practical implementation strategies.
	

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

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


	Yes
	

	Optional/General comments


	Justification:

·
The manuscript is sound from the scientific point of view and it is well-structured.

·
The topics are relevant and timely with proper references.

·
The discussion is comprehensive and balanced, covering both opportunity and challenge.

Areas for Improvement:

·
Certain sections could use more technical depth, particularly when talking about specific AI models or automation techniques.

·
  The abstract want to be more rigorous, get rid of the redundant phrases and clarity

Include more practical implementation recommendations in the conclusion
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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