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	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	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 publication is of great significance to the scientific community since it gives a thorough summary of the prospects, difficulties, and current state of precision agriculture adoption in India.  By combining technological, environmental, and policy viewpoints, the study emphasizes how precision farming can revolutionize agricultural productivity, sustainability, and climate resilience.  Important insights into scalable solutions for smallholder farmers are also provided, which is especially important for emerging nations.  The work is a helpful resource for scholars, decision-makers, and agri-tech entrepreneurs that want to close the gap between conventional methods and cutting-edge, data-driven agricultural systems.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the article title is suitable.
	

	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.


	Write the full form followed by abbreviation (GDP, IoT, GPS, PM-KISAN, PA) while writing in the beginning. Later on, only the abbreviation may be used
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct but it needs to be improved in terms of data accuracy, citation support, scientific depth, and structural clarity.
· Inconsistent or outdated data: Some statistics, such as the GDP or employment contributions of agriculture, are either out-of-date or inconsistent among sections. These must be brought up to date and in line with the latest reports.

· Excessive generalization Without Citations: Phrases such as "15–25% increase in yields" or "30–50% reduction in water and fertilizer usage" must to be backed up with particular empirical research or statistics. Such claims could seem speculative if they are not supported by reference.

· Concept Repetition: Several scientific ideas, particularly those pertaining to GPS/DGPS operations, are reiterated several times throughout various parts. Consolidation is necessary since this redundancy hinders scientific clarity.

· Inaccurate terminology: Concepts like as "soft" and "hard" approaches to PA are presented without much theoretical support or references.  They should be replaced with more common words or their scientific purpose defined.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references are sufficient but the inclusion of more recent and internationally renowned studies, particularly on AI, IoT, and digital agriculture technologies, will improve the manuscript's relevance, credibility, and scholarly value. Below are some additional references that you can include in your manuscript.
· Klerkx, L., & Rose, D. (2020). Dealing with the game-changing technologies of Agriculture 4.0: How do we manage diversity and responsibility in food system transition pathways?. Global Food Security, 24, 100347.
· Liakos, K. G., Busato, P., Moshou, D., Pearson, S., & Bochtis, D. (2018). Machine learning in agriculture: A review. Sensors, 18(8), 2674.
· Wolfert, S., Ge, L., Verdouw, C., & Bogaardt, M. J. (2017). Big data in smart farming–a review. Agricultural systems, 153, 69-80.
· Kamilaris, A., & Prenafeta-Boldú, F. X. (2018). Deep learning in agriculture: A survey. Computers and electronics in agriculture, 147, 70-90.
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	Yes, the language/English quality of the article is suitable for scholarly communications.
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