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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 
1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community? 
      (Please write few sentences on this manuscript) 
 
 
 
 
2. Is the title of the article suitable? 

(If not please suggest an alternative title) 
 

3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? 
 
4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate? 

 
5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct? 

 
6. Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestion of 

additional references, please mention in the review form. 
 
(Apart from above mentioned 6 points, reviewers are free to provide 
additional suggestions/comments) 
 

The manuscript is important to scientific community as flexural strength is important to 
ascertain the suitability and longevity of materials. 
With the prevailing food insecurity across the globe, an improved agricultural practices is 
essential and to attain that, improvement in agricultural equipment and tools is essential 
which necessitate the evaluation of the flexural strength of the materials (wood in this 
context) used in producing the tools and equipment. This will help in determining the best 
material (wood) for producing agricultural tools and equipment to aid effectiveness and 
durability of such tools and equipment and in turn the efficient agricultural practices.  
 
The article title is suitable 
 
 
There are some things to be improved in the abstract especially the study design. 
 
The subsection and structure of the article are appropriate 
 
Yes the manuscript  is scientifically correct 
 
 
Most of the references included in the reference list are not cited in-text and many of the 
references are very old and needed to be reviewed. 
 
 
 
The manuscript is not well discussed with relevant reference, it will be good if the author 
improve on the discussion. 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 
1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly 

communications? 
 

 
The language quality suitability to scholarly communication is not bad, I have made some 
grammatical correction anyway and do hope that if my changes do not change the authors 
intention, the author should apply the changes. 
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