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	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.


	This study has focused on evaluating low-cost, simple mechanized pigeonpea sowing technologies for pigeonpea cultivation in smallholding sector of Asia.  The conclusion of this study offers an effective strategy for addressing the labour shortage. Furthermore, compared to hand sowing, mechanized pigeonpea sowing seems to be a more efficient (seeding speed) and effective (accuracy in seed placement) method. Therefore, In this manuscript, it can be further elaborated to convey to the readers the importance of mechanized sowing. The benefits of this environmentally friendly, human-powered technology can also be emphasized as an appropriate affordable technology for smallholders in Asia.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Performance of Smallholder-Friendly Mechanized Pigeonpea Sowing Technology 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 highlights multiple ways in which the findings are beneficial. Since the majority of the technologies currently in use in Asia are based on fuel-powered machinery, in the abstract, it can be further emphasized as an environmentally beneficial technology.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The experimental design used in this study is appropriate for a field experiment, and the number of replication plots is adequate. It clearly highlights the results of the two treatments. However, the points emphasized under subheading 3.6 should be supported with previous empirical findings;

 Environmental and agronomic benefits  of  mechanized sowing should be emphasized with sufficient evidence and supporting references from previous studies, as this study do not provide direct findings to illustrate the scientific findings discussed in this section.

 E.g., how soil moisture is achieved through uniform plant stands, and how mechanization can reduce soil disturbance.

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Under sub headings 3.3.1, 3.3.2, and 3.3.3, it is suggested to add more citations to stress that the measurement parameters used in this study are standard and well-established.  It is also suggested to include supportive empirical findings in this context to increase the reliability of findings.


	

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


	Yes. The style of writing is acceptable. 
	

	Optional/General comments


	This is a concise form of a manuscript. 
	


	PART  2: 



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (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)


	


Reviewer details:

T G N Mahinda, Tea Research Institute of Sri Lanka, Sri Lanka

Created by: DR
              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM
   
Version: 3 (07-07-2024)

