
Review Form 3
	

	Journal Name:
	Journal of Energy Research and Reviews 

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_JENRR_145776

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	Assessment of The Performance of Energy-Efficient Electric And Solar Tunnel Dryers For Drying Tomatoes

	Type of the Article
	


[bookmark: _Hlk170903434]
	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.
	This manuscript addresses a significant problem in post harvest processing—high tomato losses due to inefficient preservation techniques in Tanzania. By comparing solar tunnel drying and electric drying methods, the study provides clear practical guidance for improving food security, farmer income, and sustainability in regions with limited access to electricity. The results and recommendations support ongoing efforts to create efficient, affordable, and locally feasible solutions in agricultural drying technology
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	The current title is suitable and reflects the study scope and methods clearly.
	

	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 mostly comprehensive and summarizes aims, methods, and results well. One improvement could be to briefly mention the practical recommendations and real-world impact right in the abstract.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The study is scientifically correct and follows a robust experimental procedure. Both solar tunnel and electric dryers are evaluated using valid statistical methods, proper monitoring of drying variables, and comparison tests
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are sufficient and cover recent studies and key sources in this field.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	The language is understandable for scholarly communication, but some sections have long and complex sentences. These can be simplified for easier reading.
	

	Optional/General comments
	This research offers useful and practical insights. The discussion is clear. Figures and tables help in understanding results. Minor editorial revisions around lengthy sentences and some technical terms would be recommended.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 
	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)

No obvious ethical issues are found in the manuscript. Experiments and data collection seem properly conducted.
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