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	Type of the Article
	The type of the manuscript is a Review Article. To be more specific, it is a narrative review that summarizes the available literature on precision farming technologies, principles, applications, benefits, constraints, and opportunities in future with a focus on sustainability and applicability to developing countries.


	PART  1: Comments



	
	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.


	The paper is an in-depth and up-to-date review of the next-generation precision farming technologies and how they can contribute to sustainable crop production and environmental sustainability. It is a synthesis of recent literature on GIS, GPS, remote sensing, variable rate technology and decision-support systems with specific emphasis on developing nations like India. The article is useful to the researcher, extension worker, and policymaker as it shows the real-life applications, issues and future outlooks of precision agriculture. On the whole it has a positive contribution to the current debate on sustainable and technology-based agricultural systems.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is very relevant to the content and scope of the manuscript and well indicates the focus on high-precision farming technologies, sustainability and crop production. It fits the purpose of a review article and it fits the purpose of the intended audience of the journal.
	

	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 very extensive and addresses the concept, technologies, applications, and sustainability of precision farming. Nonetheless, it is in a way lengthy and could use minor shortening to look better and easier to read. To make the abstract more pointed and meaningful, it would be better to reduce the repetition and narrow the sentences to the definition and their use. There are no significant additions to be made.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the paper is scientifically valid and technically appropriate. The ideas of precision farming, site-specific management, GIS, GPS, remote sensing and variable rate application have been explained and evidenced by relevant references. The arguments are logical and the review is well organized. Even small differences in wording and structure have no impact on the scientific validity of the manuscript.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes. The list of references is voluminous, topical, and has a large number of recent sources (2020-2025), which means that the review is topical. The references are sufficient to carry out the discussion in every part. All critical references seem to be absent, but some slight duplication of some of the references can be verified and rectified in the revision.
	

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


	The language is usually comprehensible and fit to address the scholarly communication. Nevertheless, the paper could use proper editing of the English English to fix the grammatical mistakes, sentence structure, repetition, and the general readability of the paper. These are petty language problems and they can be sorted out through professional proofreading.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The paper is well-structured, and it addresses all the important aspects of precision agriculture. The repetition could be slightly minimized by condensing some of the sections. Numbers and charts are applicable, but captions can be made better. In general, the paper can be published with slight revisions.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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