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	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 deals with the development and filed evaluation of battery operated weeder intended for row crops, which is a relevant topic in the context of labour shortage, rising fuel costs, which is a relevant topic in the context labour shortage, rising fuel costs, and the need for low emission farm machinery. The study contributes to the ongoing efforts toward electrification and mechanization of small scale agriculture. The work has practical significance for small and medium farmers, particularly in vegetable production systems where inter-row weeding is frequent. 

However, the manuscript required improvement in technical description, experimental clarity, and presentation of results before it can be considered for publication. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Suitable but can be more specific. 
E.g. Development of Performance Evaluation of a Battery Operated Inter Row Weeder for Vegetable Row Crops 
OR

Design, Development and Field Performance Evaluation of a Battery Powered Weeder for Row Crop Cultivation
	

	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.


	Covers objectives and results but need some improvements.
Suggestions:

· Include machine specifications (motor power, battery capacity, working width)

· Mention statistical analysis used

· Mention operating cost/energy us id studied

· Reduce excessive numerical details
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Technically relevant but several points need clarification.
1. Machine specifications are incomplete

· Motor power and battery voltage/energy not mentioned

· Machine weight and working width not given
2. Formulae for filed capacity and efficiency are not properly written

3. Experimental details incomplete

· Crop name not clearly mentioned

· Plot size not mentioned

· Soil condition not described

· Moisture condition not described

4. Statistical analysis not clearly presented

· CD values not shown in result tables

· ANOVA not given

· Only mean values shown

5. Agronomic observations mentioned in methodology but not shown in results

6. Economic analysis and ergonomic study mentioned but not reported

The manuscript is acceptable scientifically but requires major revision for completeness.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Recent but not fully appropriate.
Suggestions:

· Add references on weeder design and testing

· Add RNAM/BIS/IS test codes

· Add farm machinery textbooks

· Add agricultural engineering related journals

(References related to power weeder design, farm machinery testing standards, battery powered agricultural machines etc. need to be added)


	

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


	Language is understandable but needs editing.
Problems:

· Long sentences

· Repetition

· Grammar mistakes

Formatting inconsistency minor English correction is required before publication.
	

	Optional/General comments


	· Improvise Figures captions

· Format Tables properly
· Make all Units consistent

· Clearly write all Formulae 

· Write Discussion part more analytically
· Include limitations in conclusion part
Overall, the manuscript is suitable after revision.
Reasons:

· Work is useful

· Experiment done properly

· But technical details incomplete

· Needs formatting and statistical improvement
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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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