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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.

	This paper addresses the critical intersection of emerging technology, food security, and cybersecurity in a developing agricultural context. It provides a concrete, applied framework for deploying 5G-enabled precision agriculture in resource-constrained settings like Ibaji LGA, moving beyond theoretical discourse to offer a model integrated with threat assessment using the STRIDE methodology. Furthermore, the study bridges a notable research gap by systematically analyzing the unique security vulnerabilities introduced by 5G connectivity in agricultural IoT systems, an area with limited prior literature.  
	

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

	Yes. 
	

	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 of the article is comprehensive enough. I have no suggestion in this section.  
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	Yes. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	Yes. 
	

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

	

Yes. 


	

	Optional/General comments

	
1. Too many keywords are provided. Please reduce the number of keywords. 
2. Please provide the structure statements for the remaining sections at the end of the Introduction section. 
3. An academic paper should at least include, from the beginning to the end, an abstract, an Introduction section, a Related Work section, a Methodology section, an Experiments section, a Results and Discussion section, a Conclusion section, some appendix sections, and a References section. For the sections between the Introduction section and the Conclusion section, there should be subsections. This paper includes the main structure of an academic paper. However, it is not constructed in a regular section. Please reconstruct the sections of this paper. 
4. Normally, screenshots of software are not allowed in academic writing. Moreover, the figures are not clear enough. Please improve their quality and resolution. 
5. The font families of the text in the figures should be changed to "Times New Roman", such that they can be aligned with the font family of the plain text. 
6. Please use the three-line table format to format the tables. If comparison is involved, please make the optimal values of each comparison group in bold. 
7. The title of the superstructure cannot be directly connected to the title of the subordinate structure. Please add an introductory paragraph between the two. 
8. Please provide experimental environments. 
9. Please give more clear definition on research gap in the Introduction section. While the authors mention cybersecurity challenges, explicitly state that few studies combine 5G deployment for precision agriculture with a structured security threat analysis (like STRIDE) in a smallholder farming context. 
10. Please ensure every figure (Fig. 1, 2, 4, 5, 6) is explicitly referenced and discussed in the main text. Their captions should be fully descriptive, explaining what the data shows and why it's important. Some figures seem generic (e.g., "System Components," "Productivity Metrics").  Tailor them directly to your Ibaji case study if possible.
11. Enumerating the main points is not good for an academic paper. Please lessen the enumeration and try to use text or multimedia to express them. 
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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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