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	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 offers a fascinating viewpoint on Synthetic Aperture Radar (SAR). SAR is crucial in agriculture due to its high spatial resolution, which provides detailed insights into agricultural dynamics. However, I find the manuscript somewhat generic. Each paragraph's concept requires more detailed explanations with examples.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	The title needs to be adjusted because it is not a research article; it is a comprehensive review.
	

	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 study's approach should incorporate more detailed SAR technology to enhance agricultural monitoring and support decision-making. Therefore, the abstract needs additional information.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically structured well, yet it needs improvements, such as incorporating tables and subheadings.
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	The references are adequate. Additional statement is needed, which requires references. Unnecessary references can be removed.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	There are no spelling errors. However, some concepts lack technical details, logical progression, and examples. Additionally, many sentences are poorly structured.
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	This manuscript needs more refinement to achieve a well-organized scientific format, or it could be published as a book chapter.
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