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	PART  1: Comments



	
	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 titled “The Development of a Groundnut Oil Expeller’s Kneader” is a significant contribution to the domain of agricultural machinery and sustainable food processing. The integration of a kneader into a screw press expeller addresses a vital gap in small-scale oil extraction methods. This development is especially beneficial for improving oil yield and reducing labor, making it highly relevant for rural and semi-urban processors. The design methodology is robust, supported by appropriate engineering calculations and performance evaluation. The study has practical value and aligns with sustainable agricultural practices, promoting economic empowerment at the grassroots level.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is suitable, clear, and reflective of the content and scope of the manuscript.
	

	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 and summarizes the study effectively. However, the inclusion of a sentence on the practical implications of the findings (e.g., affordability and target users) at the end would enhance its completeness.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound, and the engineering analysis and performance data are appropriate and well presented. The test parameters and design formulas used are valid and follow standard mechanical design approaches.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references are adequate, relevant, and up-to-date, with citations from 2015 to 2024. They cover foundational studies as well as recent innovations in the field.
	

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


	Yes, the language is generally clear and appropriate for scholarly publication. Minor grammatical corrections and consistency in technical terms would further improve readability.
	

	Optional/General comments


	  The machine photographs and schematic figures add significant value to understanding the design.

  Consider providing a brief cost-benefit analysis in the discussion for broader appeal to potential adopters.

  It would be beneficial to slightly elaborate on how the kneading process enhances oil recovery from a mechanistic standpoint in the conclusion section.
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	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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