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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 highlights the effective use of the Khamari app in precision farming, demonstrating measurable improvements in yield and cost savings. By combining geospatial technology with real-world trials, it contributes meaningfully to sustainable agriculture. The study also offers a replicable model for digital transformation in farming across developing regions.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	Yes, the current title accurately reflects the focus, content, and key contributions of the manuscript.
	

	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 clearly outlines the purpose, methodology, and key findings.

Suggested refinement: The abstract could be more concise. For instance, the sentence starting with “To promote adoption...” is very detailed and may be better condensed into a summary of results and impact.

Example edit:

“Field trials on rice crops showed a 34% reduction in fertilizer costs and up to 7% yield increase, demonstrating the app’s practical value.”
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes. The study is methodologically sound and based on well-designed field trials. The statistical analysis using paired t-tests is appropriate and effectively supports the claims. The comparison between Khamari-based recommendations and traditional practices is clearly documented, with quantifiable financial and productivity outcomes.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes. The references are relevant, recent (most within the last 5–7 years), and balanced between international and regional studies. They support both the conceptual framework and the empirical design.
	

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


	Partially. The manuscript is understandable but contains repetitive phrasing and lengthy sentences that may hinder clarity.
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