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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 article contributes to the advancement of science and technology. The results of this research can be applied in various fields, particularly agriculture. The tools that have been developed can increase the agricultural efficiency and productivity.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	Yes.
	

	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.
	Lines 9-11.
Please rewrite this sentence to make it clear what design optimisation has been carried out by the researcher/researchers?
Please stated how the performance of ridger planter was evaluated in this study.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Lines 49-57. Have there been other previous studies which used similar or unmodified planter? If so, what were the results of those studies (seed rate, seed spacing, etc)? It would be better to state the results of those other studies in the Introduction section to give description for readers.
Line 74. It would be better if some parts of the literature review was elaborated and moved to enrich the Results and Discussion section.
Line 193. Are there any photos showing the unmodified planter and the modified planter?
Line 312. Is there any photos evidence of the modified planter, planter usage or planter testing? Line 387. Which one is better and why?
Line 420. How did the researcher/researchers estimate this cost?
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Line 473. As many as 78.38% references are published > 10 years ago and only 21.62% references are published < 10 years ago.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	Manuscript must pass the English proofreading before publication.
	

	Optional/General comments
	After I reviewed the manuscript entitle “Design Optimization and Performance Evaluation of a Manually Operated Ridger Planter with Inclined Plate Metering for Smallholder Farming”, I concluded that minor corrections are needed, but the manuscript can be published once the suggested revisions have been made and the English has been proofread.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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