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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.


	This manuscript is important for the scientific and engineering community as it addresses the mechanization of traditional dairy product processing, an area that remains underrepresented in systematic research. The study integrates machine design with statistical optimization, providing a practical framework for improving productivity and process consistency in indigenous food manufacturing. The use of Response Surface Methodology to optimize operating parameters enhances the scientific rigor and reproducibility of the work. Additionally, the developed peda forming machine has potential relevance for small- and medium-scale dairy enterprises, contributing to technology-driven modernization of traditional food systems.
	Thank you

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title “Design and Development of Peda Forming Machine” is generally appropriate and reflects the core focus of the study. However, it could be further improved by indicating the experimental optimization aspect of the work.
	Thank you

	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 comprehensive and clearly summarizes the background, objective, methodology, and key findings of the study. However, some improvements are recommended to enhance clarity and consistency. Specifically, the abstract mentions optimization with respect to power requirement and rework generation, but corresponding results are not sufficiently presented in the manuscript; therefore, these points should either be supported with results or removed from the abstract. Additionally, the developed peda forming machine should be stated more explicitly, and the claim regarding commercial feasibility should be briefly supported or softened. Including a brief mention of the experimental validation of the optimized conditions would further strengthen the abstract.
	Thank you

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is generally scientifically sound, and the experimental approach, machine design methodology, and use of Response Surface Methodology are appropriate for the stated objectives. The data analysis and optimization framework are technically correct and follow established statistical procedures. However, some issues related to inconsistencies in reported dimensions, discrepancies in optimized parameter values, and interpretation of certain statistical indicators (e.g., negative predicted R²) need to be addressed to fully ensure scientific rigor. With these corrections and clarifications, the manuscript would meet acceptable scientific standards.
	Thank you

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references cited in the manuscript are generally relevant and sufficient to support the background, methodology, and discussion. However, several key references are relatively dated, and the manuscript would benefit from the inclusion of more recent studies (last 5–7 years) related to mechanization of traditional dairy products, food extrusion/forming systems, and optimization of food processing equipment. In particular, recent reviews or research articles on automated shaping or extrusion of dairy-based or semi-solid food products would strengthen the literature base and better position the study within current scientific developments.
	Thank you

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


	The language of the manuscript is generally understandable and suitable for scholarly communication. However, the text contains several grammatical errors, awkward sentence constructions, and inconsistencies in technical terminology that affect clarity and readability. Minor to moderate English language editing is recommended, particularly in the Materials and Methods and Results and Discussion sections, to improve sentence structure, consistency, and overall presentation without altering the scientific content.
	Thank you

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript addresses an important and practically relevant topic related to the mechanization of traditional dairy product manufacturing. The integration of machine design with experimental optimization is a notable strength of the study. However, improvements are needed in terms of consistency of reported values, clarity of figures and tables, and interpretation of statistical results. Addressing the highlighted technical inconsistencies, strengthening the discussion, and improving language clarity will significantly enhance the overall quality and impact of the manuscript.
	Thank you
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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


	Not in my knowledge. 
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