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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 manuscript provides a timely economic assessment of a self-propelled planter with an electronic seed-metering system, a technology for which financial data are still limited. By analyzing operating costs, payback period, and overall economic returns, the study offers practical evidence that precision planting can significantly reduce production costs compared to traditional methods. These findings are useful for researchers and practitioners seeking affordable and efficient mechanization options for small and medium-scale farming systems.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	I suggest the following title: Economic Evaluation of a Self-Propelled Planter Equipped with an Electronic Seed Metering System for Blackgram Cultivation
	

	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.


	I suggest the authors consider restructuring the abstract into four elements:
(1) Purpose of study,
(2) Methods/approach,
(3) Key numerical findings,
(4) Implications for practice.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Some clarifications can strength the manuscript as follows:
  Methodological clarity:
The manuscript uses standard equations, but some steps (especially in the breakeven and payback calculations) could be described more explicitly. This would make the scientific process more transparent.

  Justification of assumptions:
Many economic parameters—fuel price, labour wage, annual use, and lifespan—are assumed but not justified. A short explanation or citation for each assumption would strengthen scientific credibility.

  Comparison with previous studies:
The results are briefly compared to one or two references, but deeper comparison (e.g., how your operating cost or BCR differs from similar planters in the literature) would improve scientific value.

  Statistical or uncertainty considerations:
Since the study is purely economic, statistical analysis is not required, but acknowledging uncertainties (e.g., fluctuating fuel prices or wage rates) would demonstrate scientific maturity.

  Ergonomic evaluation section:
The physiological data in Table 3 are clear, but the discussion could better explain the scientific significance—why higher HR/OCR/EER for the planter still leads to a net economic advantage.
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	Yes, they are.
	

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


	The manuscript is scientifically sound, but the English quality requires moderate editing before submission to ensure clarity, readability, and professional tone. With targeted language polishing—especially in the abstract, introduction, and results/discussion section—it can easily meet the standard expected by academic journals.
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No ethical issues.
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