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(Please write few sentences on this manuscript)
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1. The manuscript is important for scientific community.

The main content of the manuscript is to investigate Super Straw Management
System adoption as a viable, innovative solution to rice residue burning in rice-wheat
cropping systems, as well as the socioeconomic effects of adoption on farmer’s

livelihoods.
2. Thettitle of the article is suitable.

3. The abstract of the article is comprehensive.
4. The structure of the manuscript lacks a conclusion.
5. Ithink the manuscript is scientifically correct.

6. The references are sufficient and recent.
Should add more references
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1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly
communications?

Optional/General comments

The structure of the manuscript lacks a conclusion
Should add more references
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