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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.
	This manuscript offers a concise synthesis of precision agriculture technologies, integrating remote sensing, AI, robotics, and IoT. It provides researchers, agronomists, and policymakers with a framework to address food security and sustainability, while covering adoption barriers, economic benefits, and foundational insights for early-career researchers.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is highly suitable: it clearly reflects the core topic, scope, and objective of the review, aligning perfectly with the manuscript’s content.
	

	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, effectively summarizing key themes: limitations of traditional agriculture, core technologies, AI/IoT/machine learning advancements, sustainability benefits, adoption barriers, and research objectives.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically rigorous throughout. Core principles, technological applications (remote sensing, AI, robotics), and cited evidence are accurate and aligned with current research. Analyses of benefits and adoption barriers are empirically grounded, and classifications like Agriculture 4.0 reflect established frameworks. No inaccuracies or flawed arguments were identified.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient in both quantity and scope, covering 30 peer-reviewed sources ranging from foundational studies to recent 2024 research across key subfields. The inclusion of classic and cross-disciplinary works enhances scholarly breadth.
	

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


	The English quality of the article is suitable for scholarly communications, with a clear, formal, and coherent writing style consistent with peer-reviewed review articles in agricultural science. 
	

	Optional/General comments


	This is an excellent, comprehensive review with strengths in its systematic structure, cross-disciplinary coverage, and practical focus. The detailed analysis of environmental sustainability and economic profitability is particularly noteworthy.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)
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