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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 (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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 important to the scientific community as it presents a practical and cost-effective drone- and IoT-based approach for real-time gas pollution monitoring, addressing key limitations of traditional stationary systems. It provides experimentally validated evidence of how UAV mobility and sensor integration can enable accurate monitoring in remote and hazardous environments. The study offers a useful foundation for future research in smart environmental monitoring, sustainable development, and data-driven environmental policy formulation.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	Yes, the title of the article is suitable, as it clearly reflects the core focus of the study on drone-based gas pollution monitoring integrated with IoT technology. It is technically accurate, descriptive, and aligned with the scope and content of the manuscript. No alternative title is required.
	

	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.

	Yes, the abstract is largely comprehensive and effectively summarizes the problem context, proposed methodology, study location, key technologies used, and the main outcomes of the research. It clearly communicates the relevance of drone- and IoT-based gas pollution monitoring in challenging environments.
As a minor improvement, the abstract could briefly include one or two quantitative performance indicators (such as sensor accuracy, coverage range, or average flight duration) to strengthen its technical impact. Additionally, slightly reducing descriptive background text in favor of highlighting the key results and practical implications would further enhance clarity and conciseness.

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound. The study is based on established principles of environmental monitoring, UAV systems, sensor integration, and IoT-based data transmission, and it applies appropriate methodologies for system design, calibration, testing, and validation.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	Based on my review, the references in the manuscript are generally sufficient and relevant, covering key prior work in UAV-based environmental sensing, IoT integration, and gas pollution monitoring.

Suggested additional references (examples based on typical recent literature in this domain):
· A 2021–2024 journal article on UAV-based multi-gas monitoring systems published in Sensors, Environmental Monitoring and Assessment, or Remote Sensing.
· A recent review article on IoT and machine learning for air quality monitoring in IEEE Internet of Things Journal or Atmospheric Environment.
· A 2022–2025 study on calibration strategies for low-cost gas sensors under varying environmental conditions.

	

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

	
Yes, the language and English quality are suitable for scholarly communication. Minor grammatical and stylistic refinements would improve clarity and readability but do not affect overall understanding.



	

	Optional/General comments

	

Recommendation: Minor Revision
  Improve language clarity by correcting minor grammatical errors and refining sentence structure for better academic flow.
  Enhance the abstract by briefly adding key quantitative results (e.g., sensor accuracy, coverage range, or flight duration) to strengthen its technical impact.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

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