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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 adds to the ever-increasing body of knowledge regarding the application of UAVs in precision agriculture with a focus on designing and testing the effectiveness of a quadcopter sprayer drone. It also offers conclusive proof to ensure greater effectiveness and efficiency at a lower cost of spraying methods, which plays a critical role in agricultural sustainability and public health needs.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is generally appropriate and portrays the major theme under which the investigation has been conducted. It can, however, be made clearer by a title like “Design, Development, and Performance Evaluation of a Quadcopter-Based Agricultural Drone Sprayer.”
	

	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.


	Extent of the abstract the abstract has taken into consideration an extensive summary of this paper, including objectives, methodology, findings, and various applications. A minor improvement can be done by pinpointing over current designs for similar drone sprayers.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript had a scientific soundness where methodology, experimental validation, and logical interpretation of results were appropriate. Calculations, performance metrics, and conclusions are in line with established principles of UAV and agricultural engineering.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient, but the inclusion of several recent and relevant studies on UAVs and precision agriculture would be desirable. Indeed, the literature base would be more sound with a few high-impact journal references related to modeling spray drift or regulatory aspects of agricultural drones.
	

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


	The language is in general clear and understandable to carry out scholarly communication; nevertheless, some minor grammatical and stylistic edits are recommended to enhance fluency and consistency across sections.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript is well-structured, giving rise to detailed experimental work supported by clear and easily readable figures and tables. Improvement of captions of figures and avoidance of repetition of technical explanations will enhance readability throughout.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	Ethical issues No ethical issues are observed in this manuscript since the study involves neither humans nor animals. The study only deals with engineering design and field performance evaluation
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