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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 (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 is important for the scientific community as it generates information regarding mechanical planting of ginger and addition of modern sensor technologies to improve performance and precision.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	IMPROVEMENT OF  TRACTOR DRAWN GINGER PLANTER PERFORMANCE USING A SENSOR BASED CONTROL SYSTEM
(This new title more clearly indicates the actual activities done in the experiment)
	

	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 has contained all the necessary information and I think it is well written. However, it should be written as a single paragraph. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically correct. However, more detailed information should be included regarding the parameters collected during the field testing and their results should also be tabulated and presented.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient. They have used both recent and old literature. However, some key points are not referenced. For example source of equations used in sections 2.3.1 and 2.3.3 are not indicated and should be included.
	

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


	Yes, the language is of acceptable quality for scholarly communication.
	

	Optional/General comments


	· At the end of the introduction section, the author claimed that the new technology minimizes seed wastage. However, how using the sensor technology reduces seed wastage is not clearly elaborated in the document. Thus, either elaborate it or remove the statement which states the mentioned fact (Number 2 in the list at the end of “Introduction” section).

· It would have been better if a close up image of the assembled sensor based unit is included in the manuscript to show how the unit is arranged, where it is located and so on.

· It would have been better if the manuscript has showed the financial gains expected to be achieved by using this sensor based unit as compared to the traditional mechanical planter.

· The texts under the bar charts used in your figures are difficult to read. Enlarge them
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with 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 details)
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