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	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	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.


	In general, this article addresses essential issues in post-harvest processing of chili peppers, particularly the destalking process, which still relies on manual labor and poses health risks to workers. The development of a low-cost, portable destalking machine provides a significant contribution to the mechanization of small- and medium-scale agriculture. Integrating data on the engineering properties of agricultural materials into the machine design process is a scientifically relevant approach. With its enhanced methodology and analysis, this article has the potential to have a significant impact both practically and academically.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The article title is appropriate for the research content.

However, the title could be clarified by adding a performance evaluation aspect, for example:

"Design, Development, and Performance Evaluation of a Destalking Machine for Dry Chili."
	

	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 sufficiently informative and accurately reflects the study's objectives and main results.

Improvements are needed in:

1. Consistency of technical specifications (motor power and energy consumption) in abstrack 1 HP, 6.2kWh but in result 1.5 HP and 0.62 kWh,

2. Brief explanation of optimization methods,

3. Overly specific numerical details are simplified.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Technically, this manuscript is sound and based on sound engineering principles.

However, the scientific aspects need to be strengthened by:

1. Explanation of the experimental design and number of replications,

2. Statistical analysis to support the claimed results,

3. Consistency of data and technical specifications throughout the article.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references used are quite relevant, but some are still classical in nature.

It is recommended to include recent journal references (from the last 5–7 years) related to:

1. Destalking machines or similar destemming methods,

2. Optimization methods in agricultural machine design.
	

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


	Professional English editing is strongly recommended to improve clarity and readability.
	

	Optional/General comments


	1. Some referenced equations have not been presented.

2. The discussion of the results is still descriptive and requires an in-depth analytical analysis.

3. A simple economic analysis would enhance the practical value of the article.
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