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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 manuscript presents a study using Computational Fluid Dynamics (CFD) to analyze the impact of impeller diameter and speed on airflow characteristics in air-assisted sprayers. The topic is timely and relevant to precision agriculture and agricultural engineering, particularly for improving efficiency and reducing chemical usage. The methodology—particularly the integration of CFD with parametric analysis—is appropriate, and the results are potentially valuable. However, the manuscript requires significant improvements in structure, clarity, language, and scientific rigor before it can be considered for publication.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	“Optimization of Blade Geometry in Air-Assisted Sprayer Fans Using Computational Fluid Dynamics”
	

	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.


	Abstract should be writing as balance between qualitative and quantitative data not present as much required and written in poor manner. Sentence writing should be proper. Please refer some earlier study for enhancement of abstract.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The methodology section lacks details about mesh quality, boundary conditions, convergence criteria, and validation of the CFD model. These are essential for the credibility of CFD-based research. Experimental validation is missing. Even a small-scale validation or comparison with literature data would improve the strength of the conclusions.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The reference list is comprehensive, but formatting inconsistencies are noticeable. Authors instructed to ensure all references follow the journal’s required style guide and are properly cited within the text.
	

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


	The manuscript contains numerous grammatical errors, awkward phrasing, and inconsistent terminology. A thorough language revision by a native English speaker or professional editor is recommended. Repetitive phrases and long, convoluted sentences should be simplified for better readability.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The figures (e.g., pressure/velocity contours, regression plots) are not embedded in the current version, or are only referenced. Ensure high-quality figures are included with proper captions and labeling. Tables should be better formatted and include units and significance of regression results. The discussion is largely descriptive. Consider including more quantitative comparisons and critical interpretations of results.
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