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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.


	This manuscript is important for the scientific community because it improves coconut processing efficiency. It modifies key parts of a dehusking machine and measures their impact on time and energy use. The study shows how design changes can directly improve machine performance. These results help researchers and small-scale processors make more efficient and cost-effective agricultural machines. However, major revisions are required to meet the journal’s standards. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes
	

	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 enough.
	

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

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

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


	Need improvement of technical language.
	

	Optional/General comments


	1. The experimental evaluation is based on a limited sample size (ten coconuts) and does not include statistical analysis (e.g., mean, standard deviation, or significance testing), which weakens the reliability of the performance comparison.

2. Energy consumption is calculated using rated motor power multiplied by dehusking time; this method should be clearly identified as an approximation and its limitations should be discussed.

3. The reported motor and torque values are unclear and appear inconsistent; a clear distinction between motor shaft torque and gearbox output torque is required.

4. The literature review incorrectly refers to the integration of machine learning, although no machine learning techniques are used in the study, and this statement should be corrected or removed.

5.The manuscript requires substantial technical and editorial refinement, including correction of numerical and unit inconsistencies, improvement of technical language, and clearer presentation of tables and figures.
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