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	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.


	By proving that super seeder machine-sown wheat is more profitable and efficient than traditional methods in Haryana's paddy-wheat cropping system, this study offers important economic insights into sustainable agriculture. Based on 250 field demonstrations, the results show that super seeder technology significantly enhances net returns (Rs. 45,960/ha vs. Rs. 32,084/ha) and benefit-cost ratio (1.43 vs. 1.29), in addition to increasing grain production (59.0 q/ha vs. 54.8 q/ha). By providing a scalable substitute for stubble burning, these findings provide important empirical evidence in favor of the economic feasibility of in-situ residue management. This effort promotes economic and environmental sustainability by educating researchers, policymakers, and extension specialists on how to integrate mechanization with climate-smart agriculture.
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	The title of the article is suitable
	

	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 is comprehensive
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically correct
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	The references sufficient and recent
	

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


	The language/ English quality of the article is suitable for scholarly communications
	

	Optional/General comments


	Adding a brief comparison with other studies (national or international) on super seeder or residue management could better situate the study's findings within existing research.
Statistical Analysis Details:
The mention of a significant difference (p < 0.0001) is good, but reporting standard errors or confidence intervals would add value.

Environmental Benefits Discussion:
The environmental benefits (e.g., reduction in irrigation, prevention of residue burning) are mentioned but could be expanded further with quantitative data if available (e.g., water savings in mm/ha, estimated reduction in CO₂ emissions).

Experimental Design:
While the study mentions 250 demonstrations, it would strengthen the paper to clearly describe the experimental design (e.g., randomization, replication, plot sizes). This would enhance the scientific rigor and reproducibility of the results.
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