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	PART  1: Comments



	
	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.


	The manuscript is of significance to the scientific community. It focuses on two important and related domains in attaining sustainability in agriculture through precision irrigation and smart greenhouse technologies which aid the sector optimize productivity while promoting resilience among farming communities. It presents a consolidated and comprehensive review of information on such domains that provides technical guide in deciding technology adoption and further innovation for a sustainable farming systems and practices.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The research title is suitable for the study. It is indicative of the methodologies used and the contribution of the study in the field of sustainable agriculture.

	

	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 contains the basic elements such as the current condition, the research gap it tries to answer, the methodology employed, and significant findings of the study. However, it is suggested to follow commonly suggested justified alignment of text for a technical paper.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is structured appropriately. It is able to clearly present the research gap and establish the need to provide a review of published literature and developed technologies about precision irrigation and smart greenhouse technologies, and come up with a synthesis to aid in adoption, decision making, and future research in the use of these technologies for a sustainable agriculture. The study presents the significance, application, and the drawbacks of precision agriculture and smart greenhouses technologies. It seeks to resolve how to effectively utilize and capitalize on these domains.
The study is able to trace back the conceptual and technological foundations of the domains under review through structured and comprehensive search in multidisciplinary and subject-specific scholarly literature databases such as Web of Science, Scopus, Google scholar for agriculture and environmental sciences.

The methodology employed is appropriate and is indicated in the manuscript’s title. SMART criteria guided the selection and review of literatures which emphasized the use of reports with methodological grounding and those that shows stronger relevance in resource utilization.
The manuscript allows a systematic and coherent progression and transition of the results of the review from the foundations, influencing factors, technology utilization, adoption, and constraints, decision support to monitoring and control strategies employed relevant to the research topic.
However, devising a framework to present the integration and interaction of factors and foundations of the two domains under study would be helpful to promote a better logical and data-driven analysis of the networks and functionalities, to enable future studies on developing a more effective, environmentally and economically sound automation system, designs, and operation for precision irrigation and smart greenhouse technologies, along with promoting optimal utilization of resources. Moreover, such framework should depict the integration lenses or pathways as discussed in Section 5, gearing towards the agriculture sustainability outcomes.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Recent references are utilized and are sufficient to provide basis for a comprehensive review in the attainment of the research objectives. 
	

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


	The language used is suitable for scholarly communication. The elements of the manuscript are well-written and discussed. 
	

	Optional/General comments


	The article is relevant and provides substantial review of information about the subject matter it addresses. However, minor suggestions are made that author/s may consider in the revision.
*Be able to spell out the acronym in its first use such as “UAV” in Section 2. Methods for literature selection, to facilitate common understanding.
*It is suggested to follow the common justified text formatting, or as required by the journal.

*The author/s may consider the applicability or adoption of the technologies by marginal farmers comprising 80-85% of the farmers worldwide (Verma, et. al., 2023; FAO/IFAD 2025 Reports) for a more impactful research result. 
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

There is no ethical issues found in the manuscript.
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