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	PART  1: Comments



	
	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 “Comparative Evaluation of Wheat Varieties across Different Locations for Growth, Productivity and Economic Viability in Eastern Uttar Pradesh” presents a comprehensive assessment of several wheat varieties under diverse agro-climatic conditions. The study analyzes varietal performance in terms of growth parameters, yield potential, and profitability. Results indicate significant variation among varieties, highlighting the most adaptable and economically viable ones for the region.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title “Comparative Evaluation of Wheat Varieties across Different Locations for Growth, Productivity and Economic Viability in Eastern Uttar Pradesh” is suitable. It is clear, specific, and accurately reflects the content and objectives 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 provides a concise overview of the study, outlining the evaluation of different wheat varieties grown under varied locations in Eastern Uttar Pradesh. It summarizes key findings related to growth performance, yield potential, and economic returns, identifying the most promising varieties for local conditions. Overall, the abstract is clear and informative, effectively reflecting the study’s objectives, methodology, and major outcomes.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript appears to be scientifically sound in concept, as it focuses on evaluating wheat varieties through standard agronomic parameters such as growth, yield, and economic analysis across multiple locations. This approach is consistent with accepted scientific methods for varietal evaluation and adaptability studies.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The number of references cited in the manuscript is excessive. It is recommended to limit them to around 25, ensuring that only the most relevant and up-to-date studies are included to strengthen the scientific quality and focus of the paper.


	

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


	The manuscript is written in clear and appropriate English suitable for scholarly communications.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The article addresses an important topic and provides valuable insights into the field. The objectives are clearly stated, and the study design is appropriate for achieving them.The discussion interprets the results effectively. The refernces cited need to be reduced.
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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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