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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 addresses an important practical problem in the field of agricultural and food processing engineering, particularly related to post-harvest mechanization of amla (Phyllanthus emblica). The development of a mechanized deseeding system contributes to reducing labor dependency, improving processing speed, and supporting small- and medium-scale agro-industries. The study is relevant for researchers and practitioners working in agricultural machinery design, rural technology development, and food processing automation. The work has clear applied value, especially in regions where amla processing is economically significant.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	· Fabrication and Testing of an Automatic Deseeding Machine for Amla Fruit Processing

· Development of a Small-Scale Automatic Deseeding Machine for Amla (Phyllanthus emblica)
	

	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.


	It can be improved by including quantitative performance results, such as processing time reduction or pulp recovery percentage, to better highlight the technical contribution of the study.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is technically sound and scientifically acceptable in principle.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The authors may consider adding more recent references (last 3–5 years) on food processing mechanization or agricultural machinery evaluation to further strengthen the literature review.
	

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


	The manuscript requires moderate language revision. Several grammatical errors, repetitions, and formatting inconsistencies are present. Improving sentence structure, technical clarity, and consistency in terminology (Amla/Aonla/Phyllanthus emblica) is recommended before publication.
	

	Optional/General comments


	· The experimental section should include a larger number of trials and basic statistical indicators.

· A controlled manual deseeding experiment under identical conditions would improve the validity of comparisons.

· Inclusion of basic engineering calculations (force, power requirement) would significantly enhance the scientific contribution.

· The Results and Discussion section should focus more on interpretation rather than description.
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