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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.


	1. General Assessment and Importance

The manuscript presents a practical and relevant study focused on developing and demonstrating a three-pronged wheel hoe for vegetable crop weeding. This work is highly significant for the scientific community, particularly in the fields of agricultural engineering, ergonomics, and gender-inclusive mechanization.
The study contributes valuable insights into the reduction of physical drudgery among women farm workers, improvement in work efficiency, and overall ergonomics of agricultural tools. It provides applied evidence that supports women-friendly mechanization and sustainable farming practices
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	. Title Evaluation

Current Title: “Demonstration of three pronged Wheel Hoe for weeding in vegetable crops”
The title is suitable but can be made more research-oriented to reflect the evaluative nature of the work.

Suggested Alternative Title:
“Evaluation of a Three-Pronged Wheel Hoe for Drudgery Reduction and Weeding Efficiency in Vegetable Crops.”

	

	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.


	Abstract Evaluation

The abstract clearly states the objectives, methodology, and major findings. It provides sufficient background and practical relevance.
However, the abstract can be improved by:

· Including quantitative results (e.g., % reduction in drudgery index, % increase in efficiency).

· Adding a strong concluding statement linking tool adoption to sustainable agriculture and empowerment of women farmers.

Suggested Addition:
“The use of the three-pronged wheel hoe reduced the drudgery index by XX% and improved weeding efficiency by YY% compared to manual weeding, demonstrating its potential for wide adoption among women farm workers.”


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Scientific Soundness

The research methodology appears scientifically correct and appropriate for a field-level demonstration study. The results are logical, relevant, and supported by previous literature.

Suggestions for improvement:
· Include variability or standard deviation in the results for better statistical reliability.

· Clarify the number of replications and experimental design layout.

· Mention whether field conditions (soil type, moisture, crop stage) were standardized.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	. References

The references are adequate, recent (2007–2023), and relevant to the study theme. However, adding a few international references would enhance the global relevance of the work.

Suggested Additions:
· FAO (2019). The Role of Women in Agriculture and Rural Development.
· ILO (2021). Ergonomics and Occupational Safety in Agricultural Work.

	

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


	. Language and Presentation

The manuscript is written in clear English and communicates its message effectively. However, minor grammatical and stylistic improvements are recommended for smoother readability. A light professional language edit is suggested to correct sentence flow and punctuation.
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