Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	International Journal of Environment and Climate Change  

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_IJECC_150375

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	Comparative Performance Analysis of Chimney Assisted Greenhouse Solar Dryer and Open Sun Drying of Cereal Crop

	Type of the Article
	Research Paper


	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment
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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.


	The manuscript addresses an important and practical problem related to post-harvest losses and sustainable drying technologies for cereal crops. The study is relevant for researchers, agricultural engineers, and practitioners working on renewable energy-based post-harvest systems. The comparative experimental evaluation strengthens its usefulness for real-world applications.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title of the article is suitable and clearly reflects the comparative nature, technology used, and crop application. No change in the title is required.
	

	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 comprehensive and well-structured. It effectively summarizes the objective, methodology, and key findings. Minor editing is suggested to improve clarity and reduce repetition of numerical values.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound. The experimental methodology, instrumentation, and data analysis are appropriate for the stated objectives. The results are logically presented and supported by experimental observations.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are relevant and sufficient, including both classical and recent studies. Minor corrections are suggested to remove duplicate references and ensure uniform formatting.


	

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


	The language quality is generally acceptable for scholarly communication. Minor grammatical corrections and sentence restructuring will further improve readability.


	

	Optional/General comments


	This is a well-focused and practically oriented study. Minor revisions related to language polishing, consistency in units, and figure captions are recommended to enhance overall presentation.
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No ethical issues are observed in this manuscript. Ethical declarations and conflict of interest statements are appropriately provided.
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