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	PART  1: Comments



	
	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.


	The manuscript is undoubtedly of great importance to the scientific community, as it deals with the harvest of peanuts, which are considered an important oil crop and are of great economic importance. In my opinion, the results obtained by the author were logical and realistic and added value to the scientific community.  
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	Title generally is good, but I think to be as follow: Performance evaluation of the improved tractor-driven peanut threshing machine
	

	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 needs to be reviewed and rewritten in a scientifically correct manner. The results obtained must be clearly explained and arranged in the order in which they appear in the discussion.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound, and the author has followed the scientific method in terms of defining the objectives and appropriate treatments, collecting and analyzing data, and reaching results and conclusions that will undoubtedly serve the scientific community. The author arrives at very useful results that can be considered a good basis for future research


	

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

	· In the introduction, the author cites only two references, both of which are outdated. I believe it is necessary to cite enough previous studies and references, especially since there have been numerous recent studies on this topic. This would strengthen the manuscript and certainly support the findings.
	

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


	The language is clear and understandable.
	

	Optional/General comments


	· The author did not cite any previous studies to support and confirm the results obtained, which weakens the manuscript and diminishes the importance of the results obtained. I believe it is necessary to cite references to strengthen the results obtained.
· The abstract needs to be reviewed and rewritten in a scientifically correct manner. The results obtained must be clearly explained and arranged in the order in which they appear in the discussion.

· The objectives are not clearly defined. The author should define the objectives directly and clearly.

· Materials and methods need further explanation to be clear, with the steps of the soil procedure arranged to correspond with the discussion according to their precedence
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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