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	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 presents a practical innovation tailored to the Apatani farming system, a unique and sustainable agricultural practice in Arunachal Pradesh. By improving the traditional bund digging tool (Damhu), the study contributes to enhancing labor efficiency and preserving indigenous farming techniques. The integration of ergonomic design and field testing makes it relevant for agricultural engineering and rural development.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is appropriate and clearly reflects the core focus of the study. However, for broader appeal, consider: Suggested Title: “Design and Evaluation of an Improved Bund Digging Tool for Apatani Integrated Farming System”
	

	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 well-structured, covering aims, methodology, results, and conclusion. It could be improved by briefly mentioning the ergonomic considerations and the statistical significance of the results.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound. The methodology is clearly described, and the results are supported by quantitative data. However, a deeper statistical analysis (e.g., ANOVA or t-tests) would strengthen the claims regarding performance differences.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are relevant and sufficient. Most are from credible sources, though a few more recent studies on ergonomic tool design and indigenous farming systems could enhance the literature review.
	

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


	The manuscript is written in clear and understandable English. Minor grammatical improvements and sentence restructuring in the introduction and methodology sections would enhance readability.
	

	Optional/General comments


	  The study successfully blends traditional knowledge with modern design principles.

  Figures and tables are informative but could benefit from clearer captions and consistent formatting.

  Consider discussing the socioeconomic impact of adopting the new tool.
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