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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.


	
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	
	

	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.


	
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	
	

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


	
	

	Optional/General comments


	1. Technical depth – The methodology is explained well, but it would benefit from a clearer link between VOC profiling, sensor response, and the final disease classification process. A flow diagram summarizing the full pipeline (sampling → sensing → data acquisition → pattern recognition → diagnosis) would enhance clarity.

2. Comparative discussion – While different sensor technologies are described in detail, it would strengthen the paper to briefly highlight why certain sensors (e.g., MOS, QCM, SAW) are particularly suited or not suited for field-scale plant disease applications.

3. Pattern recognition methods – The section on algorithms could be condensed and made more focused on plant disease use cases rather than general E-Nose applications, so the novelty for agriculture is clearer.

4. Language refinement – Some subsections are lengthy and could benefit from shorter, more precise sentences to improve readability. For example, the sensor descriptions in Section 5.2 could be tabulated (as already partly done) and summarized in a more concise way.

5. Please check figure numbering and placement (e.g., Figures 3–7) to ensure all are referenced in the correct order in the text.

6. Since the manuscript emphasizes agricultural field application, a short subsection or paragraph on practical challenges in field deployment (humidity, dust, sensor drift, portability, cost constraints) would further improve the practical value of the methodology.

7. The discussion of pattern recognition methods is well written; however, the paper could be strengthened by briefly highlighting limitations of each approach (e.g., PCA vs. ANN vs. RF) to guide future research directions.

The work is suitable for publication after minor revision, as it addresses an important agricultural problem and effectively reviews how E-Nose methodologies can be applied to plant disease detection.
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