Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	Asian Journal of Physical and Chemical Sciences 

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_AJOPACS_145774

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	Technical characterization of a pilot mechanized processing unit installed in Ouagadougou: the case of cassava

	Type of the Article
	


	PART  1: Comments



	
	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.


	This manuscript addresses a critical gap in the mechanization of cassava processing, particularly in regions where traditional methods are still dominant. By providing detailed technical characterization of each unit in the processing chain, it contributes valuable data that can be used by researchers, engineers, and policymakers to improve energy efficiency and productivity. The study also highlights the potential for integrating renewable energy in agro-processing, which is a growing area of interest globally. Therefore, the findings have both local significance for Burkina Faso and broader relevance for the scientific community working on sustainable food processing technologies.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title is clear and informative, reflecting the content of the manuscript. However, it can be made more concise and impactful.
Suggested alternative title: “Technical Characterization of a Pilot Cassava Processing Unit in Ouagadougou for Energy-Efficient Mechanization”
	

	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 provides a good overview of the motivation, equipment used, and key findings. However, it can be improved by briefly mentioning the methodology used for measurements and highlighting the significance of the results in terms of energy optimization and productivity improvements. Including specific numerical results (e.g., power consumption and productivity ranges) makes it more comprehensive. A concluding sentence that clearly states the broader implications would also strengthen the abstract.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound, with clear descriptions of equipment, measurement techniques, and performance parameters. The methodology for technical characterization is appropriate and well explained. The presentation of results is logical and supported by relevant tables and figures. Minor improvements could include a brief discussion linking the technical data to potential practical improvements in processing efficiency or cost savings.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are adequate and relevant, covering both older foundational works and some recent studies (up to 2024). To further strengthen the literature review, the authors may consider adding recent references on renewable energy integration in food processing or energy optimization in agro-industrial units, preferably from the last 2–3 years, to contextualize their contribution within current global trends.

	

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


	The language of the manuscript is generally suitable for scholarly communication. The content is understandable, though there are some minor grammatical issues and formatting inconsistencies (e.g., capitalization of section titles and figure captions) that can be improved through light editing. A careful proofreading would enhance readability and flow.
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