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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.


	This manuscript addresses a highly relevant issue in sustainable agriculture — effective management of high-moisture cow dung on smallholder farms. The research is particularly valuable for rural settings where cost, simplicity, and maintainability of equipment are crucial. By combining mechanical engineering principles with practical field needs, the study offers a viable, scalable solution for decentralized manure processing, which can significantly enhance environmental sustainability and nutrient recycling.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is suitable. It accurately reflects the core objective and scope of the study.
	

	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 concise and covers the essential elements of the study: problem background, methodology, results, and conclusion. However, a minor revision is suggested — include the most effective slurry ratio and filter size combination (1:1 ratio and 0.5 mm mesh) to reinforce practical implications.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound. The methodology is well-structured, supported by analytical modeling and experimental validation. Statistical analysis (ANOVA) is appropriately applied to reinforce conclusions. The figures, data tables, and engineering design are coherent and sufficiently detailed.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient and mostly recent (2020–2024). They span multiple aspects: manure management, mechanical design, and filter performance. However, consider including more references on low-cost engineering for rural settings and socioeconomic impact of manure management systems to strengthen the interdisciplinary significance.
	

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


	The language is mostly clear and scholarly.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The authors have presented a well-structured and practically relevant study that addresses a critical challenge in smallholder farm waste management through innovative mechanical design. Their integration of engineering analysis with real-world testing demonstrates both technical rigor and strong application potential. The machine’s simplicity, cost-effectiveness, and adaptability make it a valuable contribution to sustainable agricultural practices. 
However, to enhance the work, the authors should consider adding detailed figure captions and ensuring consistent formatting across all visuals to improve clarity. Including a basic cost analysis or economic feasibility section would strengthen the practical impact of the design.
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