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	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)

	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 research manuscript provided a valuable insight as to the varieties of mangoes and varying plant spacing specific to that location that is very important/crucial in the optimization of mango production. The result of the study can be a guide/basis/reference for improve agricultural practice in promoting mango cultivation thereby boosting the economic viability of mango production. The results also can be verified by the mango growers based on the superior variety and spacing. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title conveys the aspects of the research, reflecting the content and scope of the study. I would suggest “Performance Evaluation of Different Mango Varieties in North Gujarat Condition under Different Plant Spacing”
	

	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 of the article was comprehensive, however it could add mentioning the statistical methods used (Factorial Randomized Block Design and analysis by Panse and Sukhatme). Also add potential implications for future research.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Based on the manuscript provided, it is scientifically correct as it follows the structured format typical of scientific research papers. It has a clear objectives, the experiment is well-designed, the data were statistically analyzed, it present detailed results (however, for results with significant results we cannot find which treatments differs with each other), and conclusion were based on the results.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Update recent references if possible. Please follow Author’s Guidelines.
	

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


	Needs revision. 
	

	Optional/General comments


	As this experiment was conducted in from 2008 to 2023, current ecology and modern variety would conflict with the studied findings.  
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