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	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.


	This manuscript provides a detailed and comparative analysis of mechanization trends and labor cost dynamics in wheat production across major Indian states. Its findings contribute valuable insights regarding the interaction between mechanization, labor use, and cost structures in an important staple crop. The study's focus on state-level differences, the role of policy, and the balance between human, animal, and machine labor yields knowledge that can inform mechanization strategies both in India and globally. Its empirical assessment supports actions aimed at enhancing productivity and managing labor transitions in rapidly evolving agricultural sectors.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title, “Mechanization Trends and Labour Cost Dynamics in Indian Wheat Farming: A Comparative Study,” is concise and clearly reflects the content and scope of the article. The title is suitable for a scholarly audience and captures the manuscript’s focus. If a modification is considered, a slightly more specific alternative could be: “Comparative Analysis of Mechanization and Labor Cost Patterns in Major Wheat-Producing States of India”.
	

	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 effectively outlines the study objectives, methodology, major findings, and implications. It clearly summarizes the comparative assessment, key results on mechanization adoption, and cost dynamics for human, animal, and machine labor. However, a brief mention of the practical significance such as the impact on farm profitability, policy relevance, or socioeconomic implications would enhance the abstract. Including 1-2 sentences on how these trends affect smallholder farmers or overall productivity could further enrich this section.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound, employing strong statistical and comparative methods using reputable secondary data over a ten-year period. The study provides clear definitions, uses appropriate formulas for net change, percentage change, simple growth rate, and marginal rate of technical substitution. Findings are logically organized and well supported by data tables and references to recent research. The methods are transparent and reproducible, making the analysis credible.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The manuscript cites a comprehensive set of references, including recent studies and data through 2025, which strengthens the scientific standing of the work. Most key literature relevant to mechanization, agricultural labor trends, and Indian policy context is covered. If enhancement is desired, references could be added on global mechanization trends, social impacts of mechanization, in sustainable wheat production outside India to offer broader context.
	

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


	The manuscript’s language and English quality meet the standards for scholarly communication. Arguments are presented clearly, terminology is appropriate for the field, and there is a consistent academic tone. Minor grammatical improvements could be made to further polish the text but do not inhibit comprehension.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript is timely and relevant for both academic and policy audiences concerned with agricultural transformation and labor economics. It could benefit from an explicit policy recommendation section and more discussion on challenges to mechanization adoption at smallholder level. Additionally, graphical presentations summarizing key trends would improve accessibility. Overall, this is a valuable contribution to the literature on agricultural mechanization and rural development.
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