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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.


	The study is findings on the influence of nozzle type, spraying height, and pressure on discharge rates offer practical guidance for improving spraying efficiency and reducing waste. It contributes to the scientific community by bridging the gap between drone technology and agronomic applications, supporting sustainable farming practices. The rigorous statistical analysis enhances the reliability of the results, making it a valuable reference for researchers and practitioners in agricultural engineering. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is suitable and clearly reflects the study’s focus. However, it could be slightly refined for specificity. Suggested alternative: "Effects of Operational Parameters on Spray Discharge Efficiency in Agricultural Drone Applications."
	

	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 mostly comprehensive but could benefit from briefly mentioning the statistical methods (ANOVA and Tukey’s tests) to highlight the rigor of the analysis. Additionally, the practical implications could be emphasized more explicitly.  Suggestion: Add a sentence like, “These findings underscore the importance of parameter optimization for improving spray efficacy in precision agriculture.” 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript appears scientifically sound, with a well-designed experiment and robust statistical analysis. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient and relatively recent, covering key studies up to 2023. However, adding a  more reference on drone spray drift could strengthen the discussion on height effects 

e.g., 
1. Dhakad, S. et. al. (2023). Agricultural drone spraying efficiency enhancement via patternater-based effective swath width determination. 
2. Seth, N., et. al .Optimization of Operational Parameters for Agricultural Drone Spraying in Maize Crops.  
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	The language is generally suitable but contains minor grammatical errors and awkward phrasing (e.g., “shows the importance” in the abstract should be “demonstrating the importance”). A thorough proofreading is recommended. 
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript is well-structured and provides valuable insights. Including a brief mention of limitations (e.g., environmental factors like wind speed) in the conclusion could enhance its scope. 
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	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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