Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	Journal of Experimental Agriculture International 

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_JEAI_130996

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	Influence of different level of Boron on uptake of nutrients in wheat (Triticum aestivum L.) crop

	Type of the Article
	


	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment

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

	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)
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	This manuscript provides valuable insights into the influence of different boron levels on nutrient uptake in wheat, a staple crop essential for global food security. The findings highlight the optimal boron application rate for enhancing nutrient assimilation, which is crucial for improving wheat yield and quality. Understanding boron dynamics in wheat production can aid in refining fertilizer management strategies, ensuring balanced micronutrient availability, and preventing deficiencies or toxicities. This study contributes to sustainable agricultural practices by optimizing nutrient efficiency, ultimately supporting higher productivity and soil health in wheat-based cropping systems.
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