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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 manuscript provides a comprehensive review of Precision Irrigation water-saving Systems (PISs), addressing the critical global challenge of water scarcity in agriculture. It holds significant value for the scientific community by synthesizing current knowledge on how these innovative irrigation techniques optimize water management, enhance water use efficiency (WUE), and boost crop output. Furthermore, the study highlights the vital role of PISs—integrating technologies like sensors, the Internet of Things (IoT), and AI—in modernizing agriculture to ensure future sustainability and reduce environmental footprints.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title "Water Use Efficiency and Irrigation Innovations in Crop Systems" 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.


	The abstract currently focuses too heavily on the general problem of water scarcity and farmer challenges. It should be revised to more quickly introduce the paper's main subject (Precision Irrigation) and, most importantly, it needs a concluding statement. Condense the Introduction: Start with the main topic sooner. Combine the first few sentences about water scarcity. Introduce PIS/SIS Early: State that Precision Irrigation Systems (PISs) and Smart Irrigation Systems (SISs) are the key solutions being reviewed. Add a Conclusion: The abstract must end with a sentence summarizing the review's main findings. For example, conclude by stating that these technologies significantly boost efficiency, but cost and farmer education remain key barriers identified in your review.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct in its concepts and premises.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient and impressively recent (with many from 2020-2024), which is a major strength for this fast-moving topic. However, to enhance the paper's authority, I suggest adding a few more key, highly-cited review articles from peer-reviewed journals. This will help situate your work within the broader scientific conversation and show how it builds upon other foundational reviews on smart irrigation, IoT, and AI.
	

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


	The English is generally good, and the scientific points are clear. However, for a high-level scholarly journal, it requires professional copyediting. Some sentences are too long, and word choices could be more precise and formal. A final polish will greatly enhance its impact.
	

	Optional/General comments


	This is a strong and highly relevant review paper that addresses a critical issue in modern agriculture. The topic is timely, the scientific concepts are correct, and the use of recent references is a significant advantage. The manuscript's primary weakness is its presentation. The abstract is incomplete (it lacks a conclusion summarizing the review's findings), and the entire text would benefit from a professional copyedit to tighten the language and fix minor grammatical issues. With these revisions to the abstract and language, this paper will be a valuable contribution to the field.
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