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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 provides a practical and sustainable solution to poultry incubation challenges in rural and off-grid communities. It effectively integrates renewable energy (solar) with IoT automation for agricultural innovation. The work contributes to food security and small-scale poultry productivity by introducing an affordable, energy-efficient, and technologically viable system. It is valuable for the scientific community as it bridges electrical/electronic engineering and agricultural development. It is very important as it addresses major problem in poultry 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	Yes, the title is suitable and descriptive. However, it could be slightly refined as “Development and Feasibility of a Solar-Powered IoT Poultry Egg Incubator”.
	

	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 comprehensive but requires minor grammatical improvement. May grammatical errors  in the abstract. The first sentence should start as “A prototype of a solar-powered IoT-enabled automatic egg incubator was developed…” Quantitative results such as hatchability and economic indices should also be mentioned briefly for clarity.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct, methodologically sound, and technically detailed. The design, fabrication, testing, and analysis procedures are well explained, and the results support the stated objectives. Highly commendable.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, references are adequate, relevant, and recent (mostly between 2016 and 2024). Minor formatting improvements (APA 7th edition style) are suggested.
	

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

	The language is understandable but requires slight polishing to correct typographical and grammatical errors and improve readability. The author should use grammar checker to remove ambiguity and make grammatically correct sentences
	

	Optional/General comments


	The figures and tables are well-presented. However, consistency in figure numbering and unit formatting (use “°C” instead of “oC”) should be maintained. Overall, this work is valuable and deserves publication after minor revision.
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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 ethical issues were observed. The study involves prototype development and testing, not live animal experimentation.
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