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	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.


	I find that this manuscript is important for the scientific community as it promotes sustainable agricultural mechanization through an eco-friendly and efficient system. It introduces a multifunctional tool that reduces energy consumption, labor costs, and chemical waste. This innovation supports small and medium-scale farmers by improving productivity and resource management. Moreover, it makes a valuable contribution to research on sustainable agricultural technologies and the use of renewable energy.
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	The title of the article is suitable
	

	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 generally clear and relevant, but it can be improved to be more comprehensive and scientific. It would be useful to include some quantitative data on the device’s performance (such as weeding efficiency or battery life), to specify the initial problem the project aims to address, to briefly summarize the design methodology used, and to conclude with the potential impact or applications of the innovation.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The reference list is generally sufficient and supports the manuscript's key points. However, the authors are encouraged to update or replace references that are older than 10 years with more recent studies where possible
	

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


	The language quality of the article is generally appropriate for scholarly communication
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	Comparing your results with those from similar studies in the literature would strengthen the analysis. This would provide context for your findings and better position your contribution within the broader scientific field.
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