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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.


	· This article is Important for Agricultural practice 
· Also, this is a unique method

· This practice is important for the two options on one piece of farmland, 

· Farmers are strong economically when they take two types of yield.   


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	It is Suitable, but authors will do a more effective title, like the use of the word in a Scientific way.  (Like the Microclimate word)
	

	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.


	Yes
Research significance or background: The authors write context about why this study matters (e.g., importance of microclimate in intercropping systems) is missing. And also Conclusion is the author's hint that intercropping created a "conducive environment," but a slightly stronger, explicit statement about what this means for crop management would complete it.
·   
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	 Yes
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are used much less compared to research work, also these references are the oldest in this manuscript.
	

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


	Yes
	

	Optional/General comments


	· The study is based on data collected some time ago, which may affect its current relevance.

· The manuscript is slightly verbose and would benefit from condensation.

· The references cited are predominantly old, and the number of references is limited.
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