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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 talks about the integration of agriculture and machine learning mainly in terms of using different ensemble models such as Random Forest to study wheat plants. It mainly showcases how ensemble models can predict chlorophyll content in small datasets. It compares the accuracy of Artificial Neural Networks (ANN) and normal statistical methods such as RMSE etc.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	The title of the article is suitable as it provides clear outlook of the paper. A minute change can be writing “Statistical Methods” instead of “Manual Methods”.

	

	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 is comprehensive but can have a few more additions such as mention of dataset size. If convincing then changes in “manual method” to “statistical method”. Also can mention that dataset is from a particular region in India.

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Three references are outdated (2 from 2016 and 1 from 2014). Kindly stick to references within past 5 years.

	

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

	The manuscript is written in understandable English and suitable for scholarly communications

	

	Optional/General comments

	Expanding dataset will help cover varying changes with respect to topology with will help in expanding research.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

	No ethical issues in this manuscript
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