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	Reviewer’s comment
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	Author’s Feedback (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 addresses a timely and critical topic: the digital transformation of agriculture in a developing‐country context. By synthesizing national policies, research findings, and real‐world pilot implementations, it offers a valuable overview of how IoT, AI, Big Data, GIS, and Blockchain are being integrated into Vietnam’s high-tech agriculture sector . The proposed solutions—spanning infrastructure investment, workforce training, PPP models, and policy frameworks—provide actionable guidance for stakeholders aiming to achieve sustainable, smart agriculture by 2050 . Moreover, the paper fills a gap in the literature by offering a national‐scale assessment rather than case-by-case studies, which can inform both academic research and government planning .
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title accurately reflects the scope and objectives of the study, highlighting both “current status” and “practical solutions” for IT in high-tech agriculture in Vietnam.

No change is necessary; it is clear, specific, and aligned with journal conventions.
	

	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 effectively summarizes the context, key technologies examined (IoT, AI, Big Data, GIS), identified challenges, and proposed solutions. To strengthen it, I recommend briefly mentioning the methodological approach (e.g., data sources, analysis framework) so readers immediately grasp the basis for the findings.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Overall, the manuscript is scientifically sound in its synthesis of existing studies and policy documents. However, it lacks a dedicated methodology section detailing how data were collected, selected, and analyzed. Adding clear descriptions of search criteria, evaluation metrics, or stakeholder interviews would enhance rigor and reproducibility.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The reference list spans key domestic and international works up to 2023, covering sensor systems, AI models, GIS applications, and Blockchain pilots. To further enrich the background, consider adding recent global reviews on agricultural digitalization metrics (e.g., Vu et al., 2024 on IoT adoption rates) and comparative policy analyses from ASEAN neighbors.
	

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


	The manuscript is generally well written, with clear organization and appropriate academic tone. A few sentences exhibit minor grammatical errors or awkward phrasing (e.g., inconsistent tense usage in Section 3.1). I recommend a thorough proofreading by a native speaker or professional service to ensure consistency and clarity.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Consider including summary tables or figures that compare technology adoption rates across regions or pilot outcomes (e.g., water saved, yield increases).

A short comparative discussion with neighboring countries’ strategies could contextualize Vietnam’s progress.

Clarify whether any primary data (e.g., surveys of cooperatives) were gathered or if the analysis is purely literature-based.
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