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importance of this manuscript for the scientific 
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manuscript? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be 
required for this part. 

The subject covered is very important given the rapid evolution of technologies in the service of 
agriculture 
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(If not please suggest an alternative title) 
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Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do 
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suggestions here. 

 

Yes it’s comprehensive but some improvement are needed like the precision that some 
mobile app can include IA functionalities….. 
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appropriate? 
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Please write a few sentences regarding the 
scientific correctness of this manuscript. Why do 
you think that this manuscript is scientifically 
robust and technically sound? A minimum of 3-4 
sentences may be required for this part. 

This manuscript is scientifically weak but technically it is solid 
relying on scientific references is essential 

when presenting results or comparisons it is necessary to refer to metrics or criteria ........... 
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