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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 MS descirbe the effect of crop establishsment methods nad varieties on the growth, yield, economics and energetics of rice. Thsi is importatn considering the need for evaluating the footprint of different rice cultivation/ establishemnt methods. 

The MS is statistically sound; while material and metods section is imcomplete and need to be addressed the commnet to make it conplete;

The discussion is lacking.  
	

	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.


	
Mention clealry that it is field study;

Delete the first two sentences of results presented in abstract; It is not result. 
Avoid enlisting all growth and yield attributes in result section of abstract and highlight findings related  with important chatacteristices such as yield adn energetics;

Write the results in quantifiable terms such as % increase in yield  adn energry production in best treatment over control rather than just writing significance. 

Conclusion should be based on the data presented adn do not generalze conclusion to ecosystem as it is one season study.  Modify conclusion. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Concise the concludion and should be based on data presented in MS;

Avaoid reading of entire table in text in result section and write only significant findings. 

Authors should explain about self-propelled paddy weeder and its operation;

Abstract need to be corrected specially for result section in abstract.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Need to increase and also check for style of writing in the text. 
	

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


	Yes 
	

	Optional/General comments


	Introduction: 

Cite the valid reference introduction as most of the stamets are written withut any references;

Introduction is lacking in the review of literature about work done and work whch need to be done;

Define research gap clealy (Why it is need to evaluate the establishemnt methods and vaieties?)

Material and methods:


Text written for weather condition and climate can be reduced and write it in short as it is already emntioedn in figure. 

Table 1 is not neede and just write the name of crop establishemnt mehtods and varieties name in text. 

Is variety explination actually needed as it is avaialble in public domain; Can be reduced. 

In agronomic practices:

1. Provide the row to row to spacing;

2. Provide information on nutrient, water adn weed management for all establishment methods;

3. Information on measurement of yield attribiutes are not given and need to be given herewith.

Results and discussion:


Figure 2 and 3: Provide the scale on Y axis;

Write only significant finding and avoid writing the least of amx values treatment; 

Discussion is weak adn increase further- Why, what extend, how, etc. for the resutls should be the discussion followed by comparison with other researchers;

In table 5: convert the data in multiple of 1000; for examples 30,897.83 will be 30.89 × 103. 

Ckech the uints from table 6and correct it; Whta is MJ/Unit?

Conclusion: 
Conclusion should be concise adn based on the data present in the manuscript. 
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)
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