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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 article is interesting and has strong potential, as it combines numerical investigations using CFD simulations with experimental analysis. 

It is well-structured and clearly identifies a relevant research gap in solar dryers, particularly concerning moisture variation and the need for more uniform drying. 

The study addresses significant performance and uniformity issues in solar drying, and the effort to tackle these challenges is highly commendable.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	No, the title requires modification. The term "optimization" is misleading, as the study does not involve an actual optimization process but rather focuses on the parametric analysis of the geometry of a tunnel solar dryer. Unless the authors conduct experimental validation for the modified geometry, it is recommended to revise the title to: "The Effect of Geometric Adjustments in an Indirect Forced Convection Solar Tunnel Dryer: A Study Based on CFD Simulations and Experimental Investigations."
	

	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 a good start but lacks sufficient detail. A well-structured abstract should provide a concise summary of the entire research, including the introduction, identified research gap, methodology, key results, and conclusions. In this case, it does not mention the comparative results between the conventional and modified tunnel solar dryers, nor does it reference the experimental component of the study. Additionally, no numerical values are provided to reflect the outcomes of the research. To improve clarity and completeness, the abstract should be revised to include the methods used, particularly the CFD simulations and experimental investigations, as well as the key findings related to the effect of geometric modifications. While the paper itself offers valuable insights, the current abstract does not adequately represent its content, and the author is strongly encouraged to revise it accordingly.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Scientifically, the work is sound, but it requires clearer and more effective presentation. The geometry of the dryer significantly influences the uniformity of drying as well as the temperature and velocity distribution of the hot air within the system. However, to strengthen the paper, a comprehensive comparison with previous tunnel solar dryer designs, using both CFD simulations and experimental investigations—is essential. The study would be more impactful and well-received if it explored the effects of various geometric configurations and benchmarked the results against prior research. With some additional analysis incorporating geometric variations and experimental validation, the paper could become a highly valuable and credible contribution to the field.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references included are relevant and generally well-presented; however, they are limited in number and lack recent sources. To enhance the quality and credibility of the manuscript, the author is encouraged to incorporate more up-to-date and closely related studies. Additionally, several equations and formulas are presented without proper citations, each should be supported by appropriate references to the original sources or related literature. The most recent citation in the manuscript dates back to 2021; including more recent publications would strengthen the comparative analysis, improve the validation of results, and increase the overall acceptance of the paper.


	

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


	The language used in the manuscript is generally clear and effective for communication. However, the text within some of the figures—particularly Figures 1 and 3—is unclear and not easily understandable. The author is advised to ensure that all figure labels and annotations are presented in clear, professional English. Additionally, the manuscript would benefit from a careful review to correct grammatical errors and spelling mistakes throughout.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript addresses a valuable research gap and holds strong potential for publication. However, to enhance its impact and clarity, the author is encouraged to revise the paper based on the comments provided above, as well as feedback from other reviewers. It is recommended to refine the title to better reflect the scope of the study and to conduct both CFD simulations and experimental investigations on the modified tunnel solar dryer. Specifically, measuring the moisture variation on each tray using a selected drying product would provide meaningful insights into the influence of geometry on moisture distribution.

Furthermore, after analysing various geometrical configurations through CFD simulations—examining temperature and velocity profiles inside the dryer—the author should consider developing a prototype based on logical and justified design parameters. While the manuscript presents the dimensions of the tunnel solar dryer, it lacks an explanation for why those specific dimensions were chosen. To address this, the author could either adopt and modify dimensions from existing tunnel solar dryers in the literature or design a new system tailored to the selected product, its quantity, and the experimental conditions. These improvements would significantly strengthen the scientific contribution and practical relevance of the work.
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