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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.


	This review work is important to the scientific community as it highlights the achievements of several years of research and development work in the field of vegetable transplanting. It has categorized the transplanters and compared them in terms of cost, labor requirement and suitability (small scale farms versus large scale ones). It reduces the effort in gathering information for future researchers regarding the subject matter as it has summarized key points of selected transplanters.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Recent Developments in Mechanized Vegetable Transplanting Techniques: A Review of Semi-automatic, Automatic and fully automatic Vegetable Transplanters
	

	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 part mainly focused on onion transplanting while the rest of the document have covered other vegetable types as well. Thus the abstract part should reduce its emphasis on onion and discuss vegetables in general.
· Although the abstract section promised about works being done on GPS guided transplanting machines, none of the reviewed machines were discussed to have this capability. This section needs rephrasing or complete removal from the abstract and introduction sections. 

· Too many keywords have been selected. It needs revision.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is correct but in my opinion all the references listed should be clearly indicated in the body of the manuscript. For example, Yue, R was described twice in the document but only 1 reference is indicated in the reference section with a similar discussion. It is either a repetition or the second manuscript is not clearly described. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient and recent. But it is better if they were inserted at their respective places in the document.
	

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


	The language is and grammar are well written and acceptable.
	

	Optional/General comments


	· It would have been better if images of the reviewed transplanters were included in the manuscript. 
· It possible include estimated cost of buying each machine and their respective cost of operation.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

No, I have seen no ethical issues.
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