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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 paper does not describe the method how the authors can make the bin grain dryer more effective than the previous or existing devices. The authors only provide the calculation of total cost material that is used for developing the bin dryer. Moreover, the authors should also include the calculation regarding the effectiveness after drying process. Thus, the study can increase the impact.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, it is. 
	

	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.


	No. The abstract should be written and described the research problem, methodology, and results. The abstract should contain of 180 to 250 words 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	No, the manuscript does not show the proposed system architecture. The authors should be describing and comparing the previous studies with the current study, so the research gap can be shown.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient. However, the authors should include more references from the last 5 years. 
	

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


	No, the authors need to improve their writing as there are many typos and consistencies
	

	Optional/General comments


	· The manuscript needs to improve especially to provide research contributions. Moreover, the authors need to add several previous studies to compare with their proposed method in the discussion section. Thus, the impact of the proposed method can be significantly increased. 
· The authors must adhere the paper template, especially equation writing must be written and does not copy or crop from a picture. 
· The authors must describe the figures and equations.

· The authors must provide the finding and the future works in the manuscripts.
	


	PART  2: 



	
	Reviewer’s comment
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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