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	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 contributes to the precision planting technology for groundnut, a major oilseed crop in India. The study is particularly useful as it focuses on optimizing design parameters—forward speed, inclination angle, and cell size—of the inclined plate metering mechanism, which directly affects planting accuracy and efficiency. The findings can help researchers, manufacturers, and farmers enhance groundnut planter designs, reduce seed wastage, and improve crop uniformity for sustainable mechanization in Indian agriculture.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, Suggested alternative (optional): Optimization and Performance Evaluation of Inclined Plate Metering Mechanism for Groundnut Planter.
	

	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 and clearly presents the research objective, methodology, key findings, and conclusion. However, it could be strengthened by adding a brief mention of the experimental design approach (CCD under RSM) to highlight the analytical rigor. Include a quantitative statement about model adequacy (e.g., R² or statistical significance level) if available. Ending with a sentence about the practical implications of the findings.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically ok and follows an appropriate experimental design using Response Surface Methodology. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are adequate. However, most references are too old inclusion of more recent studies on precision planting or metering mechanisms would improve the quality.
	

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


	Yes.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Figures should be renumbered sequentially (there are repetitions like “Figure 2 (c), (d)” multiple times) and formatted consistently. The conclusion could include a brief note on scope for field validation or integration with variable-rate planters. Include good quality image of planter working in field. Add specification of planter used.
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