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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.


	CRISPR genome editing offers powerful tools for developing sustainable agriculture and livestock, enhancing productivity, disease resistance, and climate resilience, while reducing chemical inputs — ultimately contributing to global food security.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Recommendation: "Harnessing CRISPR Genome Editing for Sustainable Agriculture and Food Security." The title is short, scientifically powerful, and captures the main essence of the topic.
	

	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.


	This abstract is comprehensive and scientific, but it would be more powerful if explicit objectives were added and the opening sentence was slightly condensed Suggestions for Improvements/Additions Add an explicit purpose sentence at the beginning or end. Currently, the abstract describes the content of the article but does not explicitly state the purpose or objective. For example: This review aims to provide a comprehensive overview of recent advances and challenges in applying CRISPR technologies for sustainable agriculture and livestock improvement.
Insert


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Scientifically: true and up-to-date. Conceptually: comprehensive and balanced between technical, ethical, and policy aspects. 
Tip: Add a bit of context about the technical challenges to make it more "critical" and reflect the full nature of the review article.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references you use are excellent and up-to-date (2021–2025). The dominance of Q1 journals and relevant topics ensures a strong scientific foundation.
	

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


	English: scientific, clear, and up to good standards. There are no grammatical or structural errors.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript is generally good and worthy of publication, but still needs a bit of revision before publication

	


	PART  2: 



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)



	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	
	


Reviewer details:

Sariffudin Fatmona, Indonesia

Created by: DR
              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM
   
Version: 3 (07-07-2024)



