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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 manuscript highlights the use of Arduino-based automatic irrigation systems in agriculture to improve water management, enhance crop yields, and promote sustainable farming practices, addressing challenges like water scarcity and labor efficiency


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title "Automatic Sprinkler in Controlled Atmosphere" is somewhat suitable but could be enhanced by including specific references to Arduino and automated irrigation systems to better reflect the article's focus and technological innovations.


	

	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 lacks comprehensiveness and should be improved by:

1. Including an overview of the automatic irrigation system, detailing its operation and use of Arduino technology.

2. Stating the study's goals or objectives, focusing on innovations in water conservation and crop yield optimization.

3. Highlighting the benefits or expected outcomes, such as labor efficiency, cost reduction, and sustainable farming practices.

4. Adding keywords related to the technology for better searchability.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, Areas for improvement include adding empirical results, discussing limitations, and providing clearer definitions of technical terms. Overall, the manuscript is scientifically sound but could benefit from additional empirical data.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The manuscript includes some recent and relevant references, evaluating their sufficiency would require an assessment of the range of topics covered and whether they adequately support the manuscript's claims. Adding more recent studies or comprehensive reviews could enhance the robustness of the literature cited.


	

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


	The article presents valuable research and ideas, enhancing the language quality—through careful revision for grammar, clarity, conciseness, and academic tone—would be essential for it to meet the standards of scholarly communications effectively. It is advisable to engage a peer or an editor familiar with academic writing to refine the manuscript before submission.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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