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PART  1: Comments 
 

 Reviewer’s comment Author’s Feedback (Please 
correct the manuscript and 
highlight that part in the 
manuscript. 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 evaluates the performance of a motorized millet thresher, highlighting its potential to improve post-harvest efficiency in 
semi-arid regions like Telangana. By assessing key metrics such as threshing and cleaning efficiency, it promotes advancements in 
millet mechanization. The findings contribute to sustainable farming practices and reduced grain losses. 

 

Is the title of the article suitable? 
(If not please suggest an alternative title) 
 

Yes  

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. 

Yes, it is comprehensive. Keep AI tools under your control. Wherever the word respectively comes, use a “comma”. In line 9, 
remove the full-stop after the word and. 

 

Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write 
here. 

Yes  

Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have 
suggestions of additional references, please mention 
them in the review form. 

No, the authors should learn to cite the references and improve the quality of the manuscript.  

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

Yes, but try to work on it to reach higher in the scientific domain.  

Optional/General comments 
 

Try to keep the AI tools under control. 
Use “comma” wherever the word “respectively” is used 
Line 15 – Keep a space “Station(RARS)” 
Line 16, 107 – Keep viz.,  
In the introduction, it is suggested to include data on threshing and cleaning efficiency of millets before the introduction of this machine. 
In the conclusion, it is recommended to highlight how much the losses have been reduced after its adoption. 
Please ensure prepositions and punctuation marks are properly used although the manuscript. 
Eg. Line 39, 45, 55, 146 - Keep full-stop while finishing the paragraph  
Line 52- Keep “etc.,” 
Line 56 – Keep “Materials and methods” 
To enhance the presentation of the components, I suggest replacing the current point format with a flowchart for better clarity and 
visual appeal. 
Line 134 –check for the word “powders” 
In conclusion part, write it in a paragraph and highlight how much the losses have been reduced after its adoption by substantiating the 
suggested loss mentioned in introduction part. 
Need to rework the references completely 
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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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