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	Compulsory REVISION comments


	Reviewer’s comment
	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. Why do you like (or dislike) this manuscript? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	The manuscript is important for scientific community as it is providing an comparative study or power tiller operated machines for small and marginal farmers as it is a cost-effective source of farm power that enables farmers to diversify their cropping patterns and increase crop yields.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	“Comparative Study of Power Tiller-Operated Machines for Smallholder Farming in Conservation Agriculture”
	

	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 if finely written but it should be refined that what you write in abstract it should be in descriptive form in the manuscript.
	

	Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate?
	Instead of writing material and methods it can be mentioned as a title Case Study of the author is studying a comparative study of power tiller and also in Introduction part once should mention what the recent scenario for a particular part of study has been going and from that what the author is concluding for its study.
	

	Please write a few sentences regarding the scientific correctness of this manuscript. Why do you think that this manuscript is scientifically robust and technically sound? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.
	Yes, I think the manuscript is scientifically correct. But there are grammatical mistakes as the manuscript should be in past tense form so it should be correctly checked and refined.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.

-
	Yes, but some of the references are missing in manuscript and mentioned in reference section. If there is any review or a comparative study format once should mention the reference from where the data or the statement was obtained

Tables formatting should be set as per the journal. 

Figure and tables titles should be in bold form.


	

	Minor REVISION comments

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


	Yes, the quality of English in the submitted article is suitable for scholarly communications

But the manuscript should be corrected as per article format.


	

	Optional/General comments


	1. Instead of writing material and methods it can be mentioned as a title Case Study of the author is studying a comparative study of power tiller.

2. Introduction part once should mention what the recent scenario for a particular part of study has been going and from that what the author is concluding for its study.

3. Grammatical mistakes as the manuscript should be in past tense form so it should be correctly checked and refined.

4. Some of the references are missing in manuscript and mentioned in reference section. If there is any review or a comparative study format once should mention the reference from where the data or the statement was obtained.

5. Tables formatting should be set as per the journal. 

6. Figure and tables titles should be in bold form.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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