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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.


	The manuscript offers a comprehensive review of weeding technologies, covering manual to robotic systems, and provides comparative tables of technical specifications from diverse sources like summarizing field capacity, energy consumption, and weeding efficiency provide rich comparative insight. Therefore, Manuscript is well structured with well-differentiated sections: manual, mechanical, automated, and precision methods. It is informative and richly detailed.
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