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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 research is of great social importance because it investigates a more efficient planting method compared to traditional methods. According to the research, the advantages of no-till farming range from soil conservation, by avoiding burning, to cost reduction. The results of applying this technique have implications for environmental conservation and the quality of life of farmers.
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	The title is satisfactory.
	

	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 well written but should present the methodology of the work.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The work is well-developed; I only believe that the methodology should better describe how the data was obtained. For example, if questionnaires were used in the interviews, and what type of questionnaire was used, as well as the statistics that were employed.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are sufficient and relatively current for the article
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	The language quality of the article is adequate.
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There are no ethical issues involved in not dealing directly or indirectly with humans or animals
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