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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 review addresses a critical and underexplored area of agricultural research by synthesizing evidence on low-cost, low-tech planting precision tools suitable for smallholder farming systems. While precision agriculture has been extensively studied in large-scale mechanized contexts, comparable synthesis for smallholders remains limited.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes,The title is clear, informative, and accurately reflects the scope and content of the review. 
	

	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 well-structured and comprehensive, clearly stating the aims, methods, key findings, and conclusions. It effectively summarizes the scale of the literature reviewed and the major agronomic and socioeconomic insights. A minor improvement could be the inclusion of one sentence explicitly highlighting key research gaps identified, particularly regarding long-term adoption and gender-disaggregated impacts.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes. The manuscript is scientifically sound and methodologically robust. The systematic review follows PRISMA guidelines
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes. The reference list is extensive, relevant, and up to date, with strong coverage from 2014–2025.
	

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


	Yes. The manuscript is well written, clear, and professional. Technical terms are used appropriately
	

	Optional/General comments


	This is a high-quality review that makes a meaningful contribution to the literature on smallholder mechanization. 
(The manuscript is scientifically sound and well written; only minor clarifications in the abstract and discussion could further strengthen it.)
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