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PART 1: Review Comments

Reviewer’'s comment

Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and
highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write
his/her feedback here)

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.

Minor REVISION comments

Optional/General comments
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