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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.

	The manuscript provides a practical and affordable solution for replacing traditional biomass fuels with solar energy in cooking applications. It contributes valuable experimental data on the design, efficiency, and performance of solar cookers under real conditions. The findings support broader efforts to promote renewable energy use and reduce environmental and health impacts in developing regions.
	

	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 abstract clearly states the objective of developing a cost-efficient solar cooker and mentions its main features and performance results. However, it could be improved by summarizing the methodology (how the cooker was tested) and the key outcomes (for example, specific temperature values, duration, and materials used) more precisely. It would also benefit from a brief statement on the broader significance of the study—such as its contribution to sustainable energy or environmental protection. In contrast, the last sentences repeating efficiency and general benefits could be shortened to make the abstract more concise and focused.
	

	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.
-
	yes
	

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

	The language of the manuscript conveys the main ideas clearly, but it would benefit from careful editing to meet scholarly writing standards. There are several grammatical errors, inconsistent verb tenses, and informal expressions that should be revised for clarity and precision. Improving sentence structure and ensuring consistent terminology would enhance readability and make the paper more suitable for academic publication.

	

	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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