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	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.


	Reducing losses and improving on process efficiency in the agro- value chains is critical in ensuring food security and nutrition security. The development of such tools/machines which enhances agro-value chains becomes a crucial especially now where climate-change is adversely affection agricultural output.   
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	The scientific merit is there but the author needs to improve on the presentation of the results.  Each parameter measured should have its associated set of results displayed either in a table of graphs. In both tables or figures, the author should show that some statistical analysis was carried out by means of error bars or letters signifying differences in means at 95% confidence level as per the anova tests conducted. The discussion of the results needs also to be enhanced.  
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