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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

Author(s) had made a valuable study on “design, fabrication and performance 
evaluation of fish feed pelletizing machine for low income farmers’’. The manuscript 
can be accepted for publishing after some corrections below. 

 
- After all, It should be explained as a more detailed way the working principle 

of disc plow. 
 

- Improved model design and tests for the work of reversible of disc plow are 
taken into consideration but in this study design process and the 
experimental works are ignored, namely, it should be added all the pictures 
of process to the manuscript. 
 

- It should be explained which methods is selected in order to boost strength 
of the material of the plow either as hardening, for example carbon releasing 
to the determined thickness, or coating. 
 

- It can be more worthy to calculate the shearing force between soil and plow 
for wear. 

 
- It should be made the comparison table for the to be hardened plow, to be 

coated plow and threaded plow. 
 
 

 
 
Authors very much appreciate the comments of the reviewers. We tried to 
improve the quality of the manuscript based on the thoughtful comments of 
the reviewers. 
 
 
Information on ‘disc pillow’ has been incorporated in the revised MS 
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