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	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.


	
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Suggested improvement: The title could be more specific by mentioning the agricultural context, e.g., "AI-Driven Pest Detection in Agriculture: Enhancing Accuracy and Processing Speed for Sustainable Crop Protection
	

	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.


	Missing elements: The abstract should explicitly state the review methodology and inclusion criteria for studies analyzed

Suggested addition: Include quantitative findings from the performance comparison tables (e.g., Table 2 showing YOLOv4 achieves 93.5% accuracy)
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, everything is ok, just a few mistakes 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Strengths: Good coverage of recent works (2015-2020)

Weakness: Missing some key 2021-2023 developments in transformer-based pest detection
Suggested additions:
Vision transformers for pest detection (e.g., "PestViT: A Vision Transformer Based Approach for Pest Detection")
Edge AI implementations in agriculture

	

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


	Some grammatical issues were found, and Technical terms sometimes lack definitions (e.g., mAP@0.5in Table 2)


	

	Optional/General comments
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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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