Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	Journal of Scientific Research and Reports 

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_JSRR_144704

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	Performance Assessment of Hand Push Seeder for Mechanized Pigeonpea Sowing on Farm Bunds

	Type of the Article
	Original Research Article


	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.
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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.


	This manuscript addresses an important issue for smallholder mechanization for improving sowing efficiency and yield through low-cost mechanization. Evaluation of  a hand-push seeder for pigeon pea cultivation on farm bunds,  directly supports sustainable intensification and labour-saving strategies for resource-limited farmers.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is ok. Alternative title may consider as “Performance Evaluation of a Hand-Push Seeder for Mechanized Pigeonpea Planting on Farm Bunds”
	

	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 quite dense, consider reducing numerical repetition and Mention the experimental design in brief. Add a final statement emphasizing the potential for wider adoption among smallholder farmers.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	In introduction add importance of this study may highlighted. M&M section need to strengthen include experiment plan table. Include detailed specification of machine & Figuer of sowing/planting operation in actual field. Ensure that the use of terms like “quality of feed index” and “miss index” are supported with proper formula definitions or citations. In R&D section combine all performance parameter tables in one table only and discussion support with citations. Clarify some statistical results (include significance levels or P-values in key comparisons). 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes.  A few more recent references on smallholder mechanization or pigeonpea mechanization could be added to strengthen global context. Also ensure reference formatting is uniform such spacing and punctuation consistency.
	

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


	English language is good but it required improvement for better clarity and quality of the manuscript.
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	Abstract and conclusion need to be revised as per the changes in M.&M and R&D.
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