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	Reviewer’s comment
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	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.


	The content of the manuscript is good for this journal and the scientific community. 

However, many things were not done properly. 

For instance, the introduction is very small and do not have the references in the text.

For example:

Millets, including finger millet (Eleusine coracana L.), are small-seeded grasses with significant nutritional value (Parihar et al., 2022). Finger millet is a staple crop in parts of Africa and Asia, including India, and is valued for its resilience, nutritional benefits, and diverse culinary uses (Parmanand and Guru, 2015).
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is good and fit for this journal.
	

	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.


	An informative abstract seeks to answer the following questions:

Why did you do this work?

What did you do?

What did you find?

What did your findings mean?

How well did your findings work?

The abstract has answered all the five (5) questions.

However, the following aspect is not necessary because it only described the machine and not needed in the abstract. 

(The thresher, an axial flow fed machine powered by a 1 hp single-phase electric motor, has dimensions of 1750 mm x 1200 mm x 1400 mm and weighs 150 kg, featuring a peg and canvas threshing cylinder, semi-circular concave, shaker mechanism, sieves, and an aspirator blower).
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The introduction was not properly written and needs to be written again to correct the following omissions:

The introduction needs to have references in the text. For example: Millets, including finger millet (Eleusine coracana L.), are small-seeded grasses with significant nutritional value (Parihar et al., 2022). Finger millet is a staple crop in parts of Africa and Asia, including India, and is valued for its resilience, nutritional benefits, and diverse culinary uses (Parmanand and Guru, 2015).

The introduction needs expansion to include literature review from other studies that are similar to the current study.

It should also include problem statement and justification with reference.

It should have clearly stated objectives

The method of evaluation

2.3 Finger millet préparation
The Finger millet samples for the experiment were obtained from Kanker districts of Chhattisgarh were used for the experiment. This type of millet is early-maturing cultivar and therefore, the most cultivated in the Region. In order to control the experimental conditions, the millet was dried in the open air. The moisture content of the millet was checked using moisture meter in order to make sure we are threshing at the optimum moisture content

2.4 EXPERIMENTAL PROCEDUE

2.4.1 Output capacity. 

The Throughput of the thresher was determined by feeding the machine with a known quantity of unthreshed millet and timed for 1 hour. After the 1-hour period, the threshed millet was weighed. The Throughput of the machine was calculated mathematically using the formula below; 
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(Equation 1)

2.4.2 Threshing efficiency

The threshing efficiency was determined using the equation below:
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          (Equation 2)

The authors are required to complete the rest of the method.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The number of references provided in okay but how they were obtained cannot be justified since it is not stated in the text.
	

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


	The language also need little improvement.

The article in the current state is not suitable for scholarly communication
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