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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 presents a concise and timely synthesis of drone-based remote sensing applications in precision agriculture, a field undergoing rapid technological advancement. The review is valuable because it integrates information on sensing technologies, vegetation indices, operational considerations, and emerging AI-based analytics. It also highlights challenges and policy dimensions, which are important for practical adoption, particularly in developing agricultural systems. Overall, the manuscript provides substantial insight beneficial for researchers, agronomists, and technology developers.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	It accurately reflects the content and scope of the manuscript. No changes required.
	

	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 informative and covers major elements such as applications, benefits, limitations, and future potential.
Suggested Improvements:

· Reduce redundancy and tighten language for clarity.

· Remove repeated “Keywords” section.

· Add 1–2 sentences summarizing the review structure or methodology.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound, clearly structured, and supported by appropriate references. It demonstrates understanding of UAV sensing technologies, vegetation indices, and spraying systems. The comparative analysis and critical review sections are strong.

However, some paragraphs are lengthy and can be broken down for improved readability.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are recent, abundant, and relevant. The list includes foundational and contemporary UAV studies (2012–2024).
Minor suggestions:
· Ensure consistent formatting across citations.

· Add a few references related to UAV cost–benefit analysis or socioeconomic adoption barriers.


	

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


	The English language is generally clear and scholarly.
Minor issues:

· Occasional grammatical inconsistencies.

· Long sentences can be shortened for clarity.

· Repetition should be minimized (e.g., duplicated keywords section).

Overall, language is acceptable with minor edits.


	

	Optional/General comments


	· Consider adding a short subsection specifically comparing drone-based remote sensing with satellite and ground-sensor alternatives.

· The “Critical Analysis” section is strong but can be more concise.

· A graphical summary or conceptual framework diagram would improve readability.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	No ethical issues are identified in this review manuscript. There is no human or animal experimentation involved.
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