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PART 1 (Importance of the manuscript) 

	
	Comments of the Reviewers
	Author’s Feedback 


	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 provided manuscript is very important for the scientific community. It would provide a magnificent contribution in the field of precision agriculture, especially environmental monitoring through the development of a low-cost georeferenced multipara meter soil data logger which would be capable of measuring key soil properties in the real field condtions.It would be the replacement of the current soil sensing technologies, which are high-cost and limited accessibility particularly in resource-constrained regions,Additionaly ,the integration of GPS-based dereferencing with simultaneous measurement of soil moisture,temperature,pH,electrical conductivity ,and nutrient enhances the capacity for spatial soil analysis, which is important for site-specific crop management and sustainable land use planning .
	





PART 2.1 (Objective Evaluation)

	
	Rating of the Reviewers
	Author’s Feedback 

	1. Is the title clear and appropriate for the study? 
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	Of course yes ,very clear and inclusive title (5)
	

	2. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? 
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	Not at all ,the abstract outlines under different subheads but they are incomplete and contains formatting gaps ,For clarity and completeness need to rewrite with appropriate sub heads viz.Background,methods ,results and conclusion (2)
	

	3. Are the keywords appropriate and useful?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	Yes that are appropriate and representatives,But it would be better addition few key words viz precision agriculture & georeferenced data etc.(4)
	

	4. Is the background information of the paper sufficient and well organized?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	Of course yes(5)
	

	5. Are the research objectives/hypotheses clearly stated?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	Yes ,the objectives are outlines but hypothesis are not presented (3)
	

	6. Is the literature review relevant and up to date?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	Intermediate in sufficiency(3),Reivew could be strengthened by including more recent advancement  in IOT based soil sensing and precision agriculture technologies.(2)
	

	7. Is the research methodology appropriate for the study?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	Of course yes (5)
	

	8. Were ethical issues properly addressed (if applicable)?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	Not applicable (5)
	

	9. Are the results presented clearly? 
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	Of course yes(3),However quantitative statistical analysis would further strengthen the results section.
	

	10. Are tables and figures clear, relevant, and necessary?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	Course yes (3),It would be better to make the figure captions slightly more consie.
	

	11. Does the discussion relate findings to existing literature?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	Of course, yes (5)
	

	12. Are the conclusions supported by the data?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	Of course, yes (5)
	

	13. Are the limitations of the study discussed?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	Partially (2),Though author/s acknowledges that NPK values are indirect estimated ,it would be better to insert separate limitation section.
	

	14. Are the references relevant and sufficient (in number)?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor 
N/A = Not Applicable
	References are relevant and updated also there are more than enough references from 2021 to 2026 ,as previous section suggested more recent literature update about precision agriculte and technologies advancement as well as references lists count below 20 ,it would be better to add more 5 to 7 references (2) 
	

	15. Is the manuscript written in clear and understandable language?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor 
N/A = Not Applicable
	In general Okay but ,through the manuscript minor grammatical errors ,formatting inconsistencies and typographical errors present,(2)
	





PART 2.2 (Subjective Evaluation)

	
	Reviewer’s comment

	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)


	Is the title of the article suitable?

If your answer is NO, please provide a brief, clear suggestion for improvement.
	Yes
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? 

If your answer is NO, please provide a brief, clear suggestion for improvement.
	No.they are incomplete and contain formatting gaps ,For clarity and completeness need to be rewritten with appropriate sub heads viz.Background,methods ,results and conclusion  as suggested in the earlier section.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically correct? 

If your answer is NO, please provide a brief, clear suggestion for improvement.
	Yes 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? 
(YES or NO)

If your answer is NO, please provide clear suggestion for improvement.
	No ,not all ,need to add 5-7 references as suggested in the previous section. 
	

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?
(YES or NO)

(If yes, kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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