Reviewer’s comments to the author
Thank you for giving me opportunity to review this manuscript titled “Energy-Efficient Sugarcane Stem Cutting: A Model-Based Approach Using Impact Type Pendulum Testing Machine” where the author used simple mathematical models and statistics to study effect various parameters on efficiency of sugarcane cutting machine. Finally, the authors suggested optimum parameters for such task. The authors have conducted comprehensive research. Hence, I suggest that this work be accepted in the Journal of Experimental Agriculture International after revising with the following comments. I do not have to see their responses as these comments are minor and would not affect quality of this work.

Comments 1: The previous studies did not investigate the combined effect of bevel, shear, and approach angles on the SCE and CI. As a result, research was organized to evaluate the effects of different cutting blade angles on SCE and CI. Furthermore, the research aimed to optimize cutting blade angles to obtain the lowest SCE and CI. The authors should clearly state their objectives
Comment 2: How many sugarcane stems did the authors sampled? The authors should do more statistics. Also 30 – 40 nm is not absolute. How about giving the mean value of radius, including the associated uncertainty?
Comment 3: text fonts in the figures are too small. The authors are encouraged to adjust accordingly
Comment 4: Spelling error in this sentence: Fig.5b Effect of approch and bevel angles on SCE of sugarcane stem
Comment 5: The authors should put figures 5(a-c) together and caption accordingly. They should do the same for figure 6 and 7
Comment 6: The authors should use similar colors for all text in the manuscript. Some fonts in the reference sections have red fonts.


