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	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	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 manuscript is important in terms of advancing farm mechanisation in India. It provides enough background and information.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	The title is suitable.
	

	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 is generally okay. While the abstract explains the general need for farm power and mechanization, it could place more emphasis on the dynamometer and the results of the testing. The methodology is not well spelt out in the abstract. There is a lot of background information. The development of the frame could be enhanced. There is no statistical analysis which could help in validating the experiment. Could have also added limitations and future improvements.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Whilst the manuscript is scientifically correct, specifications and grade could have been included as the type of steel might have an effect on the load behaviour. The author could have discussed more and compared with standards mentioned earlier on such as ASABE. The conclusion is too general. Summary test results should be included.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient but most not recent. Whilst some old references in this manuscript are still valid, current references could be used.
	

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


	There are lots of grammar obvious mistakes showing that the author did not do any spelling and grammar check
	

	Optional/General comments


	Whilst the paper is generally okay, improvements can be made in all sections as stated above.
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