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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 is of great significance in the scientific community because of the useful information it provides in regards to optimizing pre-milling parameters in order to maximize dal milling efficiency and product recovery. Through rigorous investigations of the influence of pitting time, oil and water spray rates, and tempering length, the study offers an empirical basis for enhancement of the processing quality of pigeon pea, which is an important protein source in developing countries. The research findings will facilitate interventions on reducing post-harvest losses, product development for small scale milling technologies and sustainable pulse processing practices. Additionally, this study combines the synthesis from laboratory optimization and field level application, which holds a practical use for food engineers, agricultural technologists as well as rural entrepreneurs.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is relevant; However, it can be slightly refined to conduct it in a more scientific and expertise of the microscopic experiment due to the manuscript is the source of a biography relying on pigeon pea and optimization variables. 

“Optimization of Pretreatment parameters for better Dal milling efficiency in Pigeon pea (Cajanus cajan)”
	

	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 clear, and introduces the major results well. It summarizes the relation between the pre-milling treatments (pitting time, oil and water application rate and tempering time) and the efficiency of milling, dal recovery and hull recovery. However, if the authors make these additions, a few improvements can be made for a more comprehensive and journal-ready document:    

Areas for Improvement:

a) It does not have a brief statement of purpose or objective at the beginning of the study (why the study was done).

b) There's no mention of methods or experimental design (e.g. sample size, machine type used).

c) It may contain a conclusion section that suggests the implications of the findings for the industry or research.

d) The flow may be enhanced in the conventional format of IMRAD (Introduction Methods Results and Conclusion) in short paragraph.                                       

Revised Version:

This study was conducted to take the pre-milling parameters in an optimum way in order to improve milling efficiency and dal recovery in pigeon pea (Cajanus cajan). Experiments were conducted using CFTRI dal mill to determine the influence of four important variables, namely pitting time, oil application rate, water application rate and tempering time on the milling performance. Results showed that the maximum milling efficiency (84%) and dal recovery (64%) occurred using the pitting time of 210 seconds, 2.0% oil application, 12% water application and 12 hours of tempering. Beyond these values, both parameters decreased as a result of the higher rate of grain breaking and ME waste. The results show that adequate control of pre-milling treatments has a significant impact on dal quality and yield, which could provide useful information in the realm of small-scale processors and sustainable pulse milling operations.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes
	

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


	Yes
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript is a well-structured and relevant study of optimization of pre-milling treatments for improving dal milling efficiency and recovery. The research is scientifically sound and holds great insight on how to better process pulses and lessen post wife returns. However, the paper could benefit through more clear presentation of data, more recent references to the literature, and some minor changes in language and format. The overall contribution of the work is useful and practical for the agricultural engineering field.
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