Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	Asian Journal of Research in Agriculture and Forestry 

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_AJRAF_139575

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	Performance of Wheat Varieties in Malabar Neem (Melia azedarach L.) Based Agroforestry System in Bundelkhand Region

	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 (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 manuscript holds significance for the scientific community as it addresses the practical challenges and opportunities of integrating wheat cultivation with Melia dubia-based agroforestry systems in semi-arid regions like Bundelkhand. With limited studies available on wheat performance under Malabar Neem canopies, this research fills an important knowledge gap. The findings contribute to better understanding of tree-crop interactions, particularly the influence of shade and spatial arrangement on wheat growth and yield. Such insights are valuable for researchers, extension workers, and policymakers working to promote sustainable, climate-resilient agroforestry systems that can enhance productivity and income for smallholder farmers.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title "Performance of Wheat Varieties in Malabar Neem (Melia azedarach L.) Based Agroforestry System in Bundelkhand Region" is appropriate and clearly reflects the scope of the study. However, it is recommended to italicize the botanical name Melia azedarach L. in accordance with scientific writing conventions.
	

	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 generally comprehensive and clearly outlines the objective, methodology, key findings, and conclusion of the study. 
Italicize the botanical name (Triticum aestivum) for proper scientific formatting.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript appears to be scientifically correct and the conclusions drawn are well-supported by the data.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Add few more recent references (from the last 5–7 years) to reflect updated research trends and support current finding
	

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


	The language and English quality of the manuscript are generally suitable for scholarly communication. The content is clearly written, and the technical terms are appropriately used. Most sections are logically structured and easy to follow.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The study is relevant and well-structured, offering useful insights into wheat performance under Melia dubia-based agroforestry. With minor corrections in formatting and alignment the manuscript can be a valuable contribution to agroforestry research.
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