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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.


	The research aims to identify the optimal operating parameters for a developed threshing machine for threshing groundnut, which is considered one of the most important oil crops, through a set of measurements such as threshing efficiency and the percentage of breakage. The research is considered important for those interested in groundnut threshing machines.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
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	Performance Evaluation of a Developed Power-Operated Groundnut Thresher
This is more linguistically accurate.
	

	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.


	Yes, it is good
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	 Yes, it is
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	Yes, the references are sufficient and up-to-date.
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	The methods and materials not proper, as there is no engineering drawing that shows the parts of the developed machine and the technical specifications, especially the threshing drum, whether the flow of the threshing material is axial or tangential, the type of knives mounted on the threshing drum, and the diameter of the concave openings, all of which are important things to know how the threshing chamber works. Also, among the most important measurements that were overlooked are the power requirements of the developed machine, which should be discussed in the results section. Also, among your references mentioned in the review is that there are those who worked on the same study factors, but there is a big difference, especially with the speeds of the threshing drum, and they certainly have limits. If you exceed them, it will lead to a high breakage rate. Also, the clearance has limits, especially since it is mentioned in the review that the geometric mean diameter is 17 mm. If it were larger than this diameter, many corns would come out with the threshing material. Singh et al. (2009) evaluated the effects of three operational parameters-feed rate (600, 800 and 1,000 kg/h), cylinder peripheral speed (5.8, 6.4 and 7.1 m/s), and concave clearance (30, 36 and 42 mm) on the performance of a groundnut thresher. But your study factors, Threshing cylinder peripheral speed: 23.5 m/s, 27.5 m/s and 31.5 m/s, Feed rate: 7700 kg/h, 7800 kg/h and 7900 kg/h and concave clearance: 15 mm, 20 mm and 25 mm
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