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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 manuscript contributes to the ongoing global efforts toward promoting sustainable and affordable clean-energy cooking solutions, particularly in regions where access to conventional fuels is limited. By presenting a low-cost and easily constructible solar cooker design, the study provides practical insights that can support rural communities, reduce dependence on firewood, and help mitigate environmental issues such as deforestation and indoor air pollution. The performance evaluation and efficiency analysis offer valuable data that can guide future improvements in solar cooker technology. Overall, this work strengthens the knowledge base in renewable energy applications and supports the transition toward environmentally friendly household energy practices.
	

	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.

	The current abstract conveys the general idea of the study, but it can be made more comprehensive and aligned with standard research abstract structure. At present, the abstract mostly describes motivation and design features, but it does not clearly communicate the methodology, key performance findings, and implications. I suggest adding the following points:
1. Brief Method Summary – Indicate how the solar cooker was constructed and tested (e.g., materials used, performance measurement approach).
2. Clear Results – Present specific data such as maximum temperature achieved and efficiency values in concise terms.
3. Implications – Highlight why the findings are important (e.g., potential for reducing firewood dependency, environmental benefits).

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	The manuscript presents a scientifically relevant topic and demonstrates a clear understanding of solar energy principles and their application in cooker design. The fundamental concepts related to heat absorption, reflectivity, and thermal efficiency are generally correct. However, certain areas would benefit from clearer explanation and stronger scientific support. For example, some theoretical statements and numerical values should be referenced more precisely, and the efficiency calculation needs to be explained in more detail so that readers can verify the results. Additionally, some terminology and measurements could be standardized to improve clarity. Strengthening the connection between theory and experimental results will further enhance the manuscript's scientific validity
	

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

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

	


Good

	

	Optional/General comments

	



	




	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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