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	Reviewer’s comment

	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.


	It is very important topic. The paper is based on experimental research and provides good insights. However, it has limited experiment in terms of frequency and number of experiment sites. It could be a good case study than a proven scientific paper. Later, the authors can continue with more experiments to increase confidence in the technology, methods and approaches.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Looks good. However, it is not good not to use acronyms in the title. So, I suggest to use extended forms (of IoT) in the title
	

	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.


	Looks good. To improve further:

Avoid abbreviations in the abstract. 
Present what you did, how you did, what you found and what you’d recommend. Also mention what is the scope or limitation of this research.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes. However, please get in depth review by agriculturists, crop scientists as well as technology experts. I may not be an ultimate judgment for this paper.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	They are recent and old as well. The paper would benefit if the authors made some comparative analyses with other similar experiments by other scientists elsewhere in the same environment. 
	

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


	There needs a thorough review of language although it looks okay. There are too many abbreviations/acronyms. I suggest to provide a list of acronyms and their extended forms at the end of the paper such that the readers can get some support to read the article. 
	

	Optional/General comments


	It is a good topic and worth promoting to publish.
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