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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 manuscript is significant because it integrates operator ergonomics with technical machine performance, two fields often studied in isolation. By demonstrating how factors like vibration, noise, and fatigue directly impact operational efficiency, it provides a holistic framework for evaluating agricultural machinery. Furthermore, the inclusion of modern methodologies such as machine learning and physiological monitoring offers a forward-looking guide for designing safer and more productive agricultural technologies.
	Noted 

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Based on an analysis of the manuscript's content, the title "Review of Ergonomic Evaluation and Performance Evaluation of Self-Propelled Agricultural Machineries" is suitable but could be improved for better flow and impact.
I can suggest that alternative title: Ergonomic and Performance Evaluation of Self-Propelled Agricultural Machinery: A Comprehensive Review
	Revised

	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 well-structured. It successfully identifies the problem (mechanization benefits vs. operator risks), defines the scope (tractors, sprayers, harvesters), and outlines the methodology (synthesis of recent research/trends). It clearly states the paper's goal: bridging the gap between technical performance and ergonomics.
	Noted 

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically correct and utilizes appropriate engineering metrics and ISO standards to evaluate the intersection of ergonomics and machine performance. The synthesis of modern technologies, such as machine learning for vibration analysis, is technically sound. I recommend acceptance regarding scientific accuracy, provided the authors ensure that the 'interdependence' they claim is consistently backed by the cited data in the final discussion.
	Noted 

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are both sufficient and impressively recent, with a large number of citations from the last 3-4 years. This ensures the review reflects the current state-of-the-art. To further enhance the manuscript, I suggest the authors include 2-3 additional references regarding the cognitive workload and HCI (Human-Computer Interaction) aspects of modern digital cabs, as mental fatigue is becoming as critical as physical fatigue in performance evaluation.
	Added recent references 

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


	The English language quality of the manuscript is good and entirely suitable for scholarly communication. The technical terms are used correctly, and the arguments are easy to follow. I recommend a minor proofreading to address some repetitive phrasing and to tighten the sentence structures in the discussion section to improve overall readability.
	Language revised 

	Optional/General comments


	This is a timely and well-researched review that addresses a critical gap in agricultural engineering. By more explicitly linking the 'human element' to the 'mechanical output,' the authors provide a valuable service to both researchers and equipment manufacturers. Addressing the minor stylistic redundancies and expanding slightly on cognitive ergonomics would elevate this paper to a high-impact publication.
The manuscript provides a comprehensive and up-to-date review of the intersection between ergonomics and performance in self-propelled machinery. It utilizes modern data (including machine learning and ISO standards for vibration) and offers a clear path for future design optimizations. I believe that after minor stylistic polishing and a slight expansion on cognitive ergonomics (HCI), this paper will be a high-quality addition to the journal.

High-quality manuscript that is suitable for publication in a reputable journal with minor revisions. It provides a comprehensive and modern synthesis of the field. To move this toward the authors would need to:
Eliminate the slight linguistic redundancies.

Provide a more explicit "Integrated Evaluation Framework" (perhaps a diagram) that shows exactly how a manufacturer should weight ergonomic data against performance data during the design phase.

Include a brief section on the "ergonomics of information" (digital cab interfaces).

Highly Recommended for Publication (Minor Revisions).


	Noted 

OK




	PART 2. (Objective Evaluation)



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)



	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

There are not ethical issues in this manuscript.
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