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Author’s Feedback (Please correct the
manuscript and highlight that part in the
manuscript. 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.

Intercropping treatments, particularly rice + grain cowpea (T1), demonstrated comparable results in terms of productive tillers
and overall yield, along with the highest economic returns. These findings suggest that paired row planting with suitable
intercrops, such as grain cowpea, can balance productivity with profitability while improving resource use and reducing weed
pressure. This approach holds promise for sustainable cropping systems, especially in water-limited conditions, offering farmers
a viable strategy to enhance income and maintain soil health.
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Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do
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points in this section? Please write your
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Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please
write here.

Yes,

-The manuscript is sufficiently robust and technically sound.

- Materials & methods : the suitability and technical standards of the methods is very good.
- Results & discussion : the data well controlled and robust.

- The relevant and current references during discussion.

- Discussion and conclusions based on actual facts .

- Sufficient and appropriate statistical analyses have been carried out.

- All the references cited relevant and adequate.
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| Te: Sole crop of Grain Cowpea
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