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	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.
	Author’s Feedback (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.


	The manuscript focuses on the comparative performance of wheat varieties across three locations in eastern Uttar Pradesh under zero-tillage conditions. This topic holds high relevance for sustainable wheat production and regional food security, especially in the Indo-Gangetic Plains where climatic variability and soil constraints limit productivity. The study provides useful insights into genotype × environment interactions, varietal adaptability, and economic returns—key parameters for decision-making among farmers, agronomists, and policymakers. The findings can aid in identifying suitable varieties for resource-conserving cultivation practices in the eastern region of India, contributing to both productivity enhancement and sustainability.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is concise, informative, and clearly represents the scope and purpose of the study
	

	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-organized and provides a clear summary of the study’s background, objectives, methods, major results, and conclusions. It highlights the key findings and maintains logical flow.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound and methodologically robust.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes
	

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


	Yes, the manuscript is written in clear and grammatically correct English. The tone is academic and professional.
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