ReviewForm3

JournalName:

JournalofScientificResearchandReports

ManuscriptNumber:

Ms_JSRR_123539

TitleoftheManuscript:

TECHNO-ECONOMICFEASIBILITYSTUDYOFTRACTORPTOOPERATEDSHREDDERCUMPULVERIZER

TypeoftheArticle

PART1: ReviewComments

CompulsoryREVISIONcomments

Reviewer'scomment Author’sFeedback(Pleasecorrectthemanuscriptandhighlightthatpart
inthemanuscript.ltismandatorythatauthorsshouldwritehis/herfeedback
here)

Pleasewritea
fewsentencesregardingtheimportance
ofthismanuscriptfor
thescientificcommunity.Whydo youl
(ordislike)thismanuscript? Aminimumof
sentencesmayberequiredforthispart.

ike
3-4

Thismanuscriptisimportantforthescientificcommunityasit
tacklestheenvironmentalchallengeofcrop residueburningbyintroducinga
tractorPTOoperatedshreddercumpulverizer.lt promotessustainable
agriculturalpracticesbyconvertingwasteinto
valuableresourceslikecompostandbiomass.lappreciate
itsthoroughevaluationofperformanceparametersandpotentialbenefitsforsoilhealthandemissions
reduction.However,it couldimprovebydiscussingthelong-
termeconomicimpactsandscalabilityofthe
technologyinvariousagriculturalcontexts,enhancingitsbroaderapplicability.

Isthetitleofthearticlesuitable?
(Ifnotpleasesuggestanalternativetitle)

Thetitle"Techno-EconomicFeasibilityStudyof TractorPTOOperatedShredderCumPulverizer"is
appropriateasit reflectsthestudy'sfocus.However,a
moreengagingalternativecouldbe:"Innovative
SolutionsforSustainableAgriculture:EvaluatingthePerformanceandEconomicViabilityofa
Tractor
PTOOperatedShredderCumPulverizerforCropResidueManagement."Thissuggestionemphasi
zes innovationandsustainability,appealingtoa wideraudience.

Istheabstractofthearticlecomprehensive?Doyou
suggesttheaddition(ordeletion)of
somepointsinthis
section?Pleasewriteyoursuggestionshere.

Toimprovetheabstract,considerthefollowingsuggestions:

1. Objectives:Clearlystatethestudy'saim,addressingtheissueofcropresidueburning.

2.

Methods:Brieflydescribetheevaluationmethodology,includingthecropresiduestesteda

nd parametersmeasured.

3.
KeyFindings:Highlightsignificantresults,suchasmaximumshreddingcapacityandsizereductio
n, alongwithtrendsrelatedtofeedrateandmoisturecontent.

4. Implications:Includea
statementonthefindings'broaderimplicationsforsustainableagricultureand wastemanagement.
5. Conciseness:Ensuretheabstractisclearandaccessible,avoidingunnecessaryjargon.

Theseadditionswillmaketheabstractmorecomprehensiveandimpactful.

Aresubsectionsandstructureofthemanuscri
pt appropriate?

Toassesstheappropriatenessofthemanuscript'ssubsectionsandstructure,considerthefollowing:
1. LogicalFlow:Ensurea clearprogressionfromtheintroductiontotheconclusion.

2. ClearSubsections:Eachmajorsectionshouldhavewell-
definedsubsectionsaddressingspecificresearch aspects.

3. Relevance:Allsubsectionsshouldcontributemeaningfullytothestudy.

4. Consistency:Maintainuniformformattingandstylethroughout.

5. SufficientDetail:Provideenoughinformationineachsubsectionwithoutoverwhelmingthereader.

If thesecriteriaaremet,thestructureislikelyappropriate;if not,
considerreorganizingoradding subsectionsforclarity.
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Pleasewritea
fewsentencesregardingthescientific
correctnessofthismanuscript.Whydoyouthinktha
t
thismanuscriptisscientificallyrobustandtechnica

Themanuscriptis
scientificallyrobustandtechnicallysoundduetoitscomprehensivemethodologyand
rigorousdataanalysis.It
utilizesestablishedtechniques,likesieveanalysis,toensurereliableresultswhile
examiningtheeffectsof variousparametersonshreddingcapacity.Theresearchiswell-

Arethereferencessufficientandrecent?If
youhave
suggestionsofadditionalreferences,pleasement
ion

theminthereviewform.

Thereferencesinthemanuscriptincludea mixofrecentandolderstudies,whichprovidea
foundational context.However,addingmorerecentstudiesfromthe last3-
Syearsonagriculturalwastemanagement
andshreddingtechnologieswouldenhanceitscredibility.Suggestedadditionalreferencescouldfo
cuson environmentalimpacts,innovativeprocessingtechnologies,andtheeconomicaspectsof
shreddersin
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MinorREVISIONcomments

Isthelanguage/Englishqualityofthearticlesuitabl
e forscholarlycommunications?

ThelanguageandEnglishqualityofthearticlearegenerallysuitablefor scholarlycommunication,using
appropriatetechnicalterminologyandclearpresentation.However,minorrevisionsforclarityand
conciseness couldenhancereadability.Overall,withsomeadjustments,thelanguagecan
effectivelyconveytheresearch findingstoascholarlyaudience.

Optional/Generalcomments

Themanuscriptiswell-

structured,butsomesectionscouldbenefitfromclearertransitionsbetweenideasto

enhancetheoverallflow.
Considerusingmorevisualaids,suchasgraphsortables,topresentdatamoreeffectively. Thiscanhelpreader
s quicklygraspkeyfindings.
Expandingtheliteraturereviewtoincludemorerecentstudieswouldstrengthenthecontextandrelevanceofth
e research.
Providingmoredetaileddescriptionsofthemethodologycouldimprovereproducibilityandallowreaderst

o0 betterunderstandtheexperimentalsetup.
Theconclusioncouldbeexpandedtodiscussthebroaderimplicationsofthefindingsforagriculturalpractice

s andfutureresearchdirections.
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Reviewer’'s comment Author’'s comment(if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?

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