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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 holds significant value for the scientific community by providing empirical evidence on the adoption and comparative advantages of Super Seeder technology over conventional practices in India's rice-wheat cropping system, particularly in Haryana's Sirsa district. It highlights substantial savings in time (79.8%), fuel (64.8%), labor (79.8%), and sowing costs (54.9%), alongside higher net returns (18.4%) and environmental benefits like reduced residue burning, which mitigates air pollution and soil degradation. Furthermore, the study reveals positive socio-economic impacts, including improved social status, increased investments in education and housing, and natural resource conservation, offering actionable insights for policymakers and extension services to boost sustainable agriculture. By linking adoption levels to socio-economic factors like education and income, it fills a gap in integrated analyses of agronomic, economic, and rural sociology perspectives.​


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	No, the apparent title "Sociological Study on Comparative advantages between Super Seeder adoption and Conventional Practices in Haryana" is not fully suitable for this manuscript.
Suggested Title

"Socio-Economic and Agronomic Advantages of Super Seeder Adoption over Conventional Practices in Haryana's Rice-Wheat System: A Study from Sirsa District."


	

	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.


	No, the abstract is not comprehensive due to its brevity, numerous grammatical errors, and incomplete coverage of key study elements.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	No, the manuscript contains several scientific inaccuracies and methodological weaknesses that undermine its rigor.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	No, the references are moderately sufficient in number (9 citations) but lack recency and breadth, with only four from 2022–2024 and five pre-2020, potentially missing critical recent advances in Super Seeder research.
	

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


	No, the manuscript's language and English quality fall short of scholarly communication standards due to pervasive grammatical errors, awkward phrasing, and inconsistent terminology.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

No, the manuscript raises minor ethical concerns primarily related to human subjects research protocols, though no overt misconduct like plagiarism or data fabrication is evident.
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