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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 (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 paper is important to the scientific community since it puts in the spotlight the current advances in cover and plinth (CAP) and farm grain storage technologies. It provides proof that inexpensive triple-layer and hermetic bags can effectively reduce post-harvest losses without compromising grain quality. The findings offer practical recommendations for researchers, practitioners, and policymakers of sustainable grain storage and food security programs.
	

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

	I read the paper and the current title "Recent advances in cover and plinth (CAP) and on-farm storage" is short but somewhat generic and not fully representative of the stress put on hermetic bags, insect control, and grain quality. A more specific and engaging title will be more attractive to readers and better serve the purpose.
	

	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 doesn’t clearly state the main objective of the paper
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	Based on my review of the manuscript content, the work appears scientifically correct overall,
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	The listed references are relevant and support the overall discussion; however, most of them are relatively old (most before 2014). In the effort to make the manuscript stronger, inclusion of recent literature (2015–2024) on hermetic storage innovations, grain quality monitoring, and innovative developments in on-farm storage would be effective. Some of the proposed additional references could be research in innovative sensor-based monitoring systems, new developments in hermetic and PICS bags, and international insights toward post-harvest grain loss minimization
	

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

	English is understandable and conveys the scientific content well, but the manuscript may be professionally copyedited for grammar, sentence structure, and redundancy. There are certain sections that are redundant or verbose in expression, which can be streamlined to be more readable and to reach scholarly communication levels.
	

	Optional/General comments

	The article addresses an important topic in post-harvest management by reviewing advances in Cover and Plinth (CAP) and on-farm storage systems. The manuscript is well-arranged and determines practical solutions such as hermetic and triple-layer bags in reducing grain losses. The article would, however, benefit from a clear objective, more systematic review process, and newer references to increase its relevance. Improving English expression and reducing repetition will also enhance readability. With these improvements made, the manuscript could be a useful contribution to the scientific literature on food security and grain storage.
	





















	PART  2: 


	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with the reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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)
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