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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.
	This manuscript is valuable to the scientific community as it explores AI's transformative role in agriculture, enhancing efficiency and sustainability. Addressing key applications, challenges, and prospects provides critical insights for researchers and policymakers. Its findings contribute to advancing AI-driven agricultural innovations and bridging the gap between research and real-world implementation.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	The title is relevant and effectively conveys the manuscript’s focus on AI’s role in agriculture.
	

	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 could be more concise and focused. Here are some suggestions:

1. Explicitly mention agricultural robotics as a key AI application. 

2. Refine the challenges section by specifying major obstacles like high costs, data limitations, and infrastructure gaps.
3. Remove less relevant details, such as the mention of the Turing Test, to maintain focus on AI’s practical applications.
4. Enhance the conclusion by briefly addressing future research directions or policy implications.
5. A more concise and structured abstract will improve clarity and impact while maintaining all essential information. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically accurate, providing a strong overview of AI applications in agriculture. However, further clarification is needed in some areas, such as the relevance of the Turing Test and more specific examples of agricultural robots. Additionally, a deeper exploration of how current challenges are being addressed would strengthen the manuscript. 
	

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

	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 communication. The writing is clear and coherent, and the technical terms are appropriately used. 


	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript provides a solid overview of AI in agriculture, but there are a few areas that could be improved:

1. Lack of Figures and Tables: The article does not include any significant figures or tables. A review article would benefit from data comparison tables or information tables that summarize key findings, applications, and challenges in the field. These visual aids can enhance clarity and offer quick insights to readers.
2. Limited Discussion on Implementation Challenges and Future Prospects: While the article touches on challenges, it provides limited detail on practical implementation issues, future research directions, and real-world applications. Expanding on these aspects would offer readers a more comprehensive view of the field's current state and future opportunities.

Incorporating these elements would improve the manuscript's depth and presentation.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with the 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 detail)

No.
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