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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.


	The most important thing to be noted in this article is about the world food security and sustainable agriculture. It brings together the current state of IoT and sensor technology in livestock management, making it a useful and full resource for researchers, industry professionals, and policymakers. These technologies are obvious in the work as ways of supporting additional people worldwide access to the animal product in increasing demand, while at the same time alleviating concerns related to efficient production, animal welfare and environmental sustainability. If this article is changed in the appropriate way, it could have a big effect on the area.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is suitable and accurately reflects the content of the manuscript.
	

	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 and covers the main themes of the review. However, to enhance its utility, the authors should consider adding a single phrase that specifies the primary types of livestock (e.g., dairy, poultry, swine) where these technologies are most impactful, providing immediate context for the reader.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically robust and technically sound. The information presented is well-supported by the cited literature. The core issue is not its scientific accuracy but its lack of critical depth.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are largely sufficient and recent, demonstrating a good survey of the current literature. However, the reference list requires careful proofreading as it contains several duplicate entries that must be corrected (e.g., Akhigbe et al., 2021; Farooq et al., 2022; Mishra & Sharma, 2023 are each listed twice).
	

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


	Yes, the quality of the English is excellent and suitable for a scholarly publication.
	

	Optional/General comments


	It is a really detailed paper, but it needs a lot more work before it can be published as a critical review.   The authors must now examine more closely what has been done. To be accepted, something must happen in that description that changes it into critical and analytical synthesis. This would require the direct inclusion of a balanced discourse on issues and limitations in the application section, along with a restructured conclusion that outlines a clearly defined and progressive research program addressing the highlighted knowledge gaps.
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Reviewer details:

Arif Mohamed Khan Rabi Ahamad, Syracuse University, USA


Created by: DR
              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM
   
Version: 3 (07-07-2024)


