Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	Journal of Experimental Agriculture International 

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_JEAI_151036

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	Development and Performance Evaluation of the Neem Fruit Winnower

	Type of the Article
	Original Research Article


	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 manuscript addresses a significant gap in post-harvest mechanization for non-cereal crops, particularly neem fruits, which are economically important for oil extraction and biopesticide production.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Development, and Performance Evaluation of a Power-Operated Winnower for Neem (Azadirachta indica) Fruits
	

	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 article is clear, well-structured, and largely comprehensive. It effectively presents the problem statement, justification, methodology, performance parameters, and key outcomes.

Minor suggestions for improvement:

· Briefly mention the type of airflow generation system (e.g., blower/fan) used in the winnower.

· Indicate whether the performance evaluation was conducted under laboratory or field conditions.

· If available, include a short statement on impurity removal efficiency or grain loss, in addition to cleaning efficiency.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript appears to be scientifically sound and technically correct. The approach of using physical, mechanical, and aerodynamic properties of neem fruits as a basis for machine design is appropriate and well justified. The performance indicators such as cleaning efficiency, capacity, and cost economics are relevant and adequately reported. The conclusions drawn are supported by the results presented.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are generally adequate and relevant to the subject area.
	

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


	The language and English quality of the manuscript are appropriate for scholarly communication.
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