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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 study was conducted to find a suitable maize shelling machine. This presents significance to labor shortages, increased production, and income enhancement, which is vital for helping farmers in India. Thus, it can catch the attention of the scientific community, especially in locations where such development is also needed. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title needs modification. It is a bit general and does not specify the intended use of the maize shelling machine. Is it used for small-scale, medium-scale, or large-scale farmers? Please be more specific.
	

	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 well written, but a short conclusion should be added. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Not, really! The introduction is written with a lot of old references, which cannot make the study strong. The methodology is good, but a bit long, and lacks the description of statistical analysis and software. There is no discussion provided, while the conclusion lacks the final statement of the expected outcomes.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Not, really! References given are old, so please use more recent references. Additionally, there is a mixture of referencing styles used; therefore, please be consistent. 
	

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


	The English is good, but improvements are needed in terms of sentence structures and grammatical use. 
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	The manuscript should be accepted for publication only if the author responds well to the comments. 
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