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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 addresses some of the problems of insufficient arable land where production of more than one crop can be done on the same land with the same resources and added benefits. This ensures sustainability
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	No. 
It looks hanging and incomplete. I would rather have it stated “Growth and Yield Performance of Sweet Corn under Diverse Intercropping Systems and Organic Fertilizer Regimes across  Climatic Gradients in  Odisha, India”


	

	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 looks a bit disorganized. I am quite comfortable with the other sections in the abstract, they make it inclusive, however I feel the abstract doesn’t show me why we need to gear our efforts on “sweet corn” and not another crop (relevance of the crop) and still, the abstract doesn’t highlight if there is any problem with sweet corn that would yield into a researchable gap.
SUGGESTIONS: include the importance of the crop, rendering it worth the research efforts

ii. Please hint about the problem and gap your study is addressing.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Manuscript requires serious revision
The author needs to provide us with facts about the soil and climatic status of the seasons within which the trials were set.

There is missing information in the methodology regarding the crop management and schedules, the harvest periods of each crop, the data collection intervals, and the parameters collected both for the main crop and the intercrop companions

Insufficient inference from the previous studies

Old references

Recommendations for further studies

Data analysis plans and software used, confidence intervals, and some summary tables of ANOVA

Let the author calculate the Land Equivalent Ratios for all the intercrops to shade a perfect picture of whether intercropping was to an advantage or a disadvantage.

WITH ALL THIS MISSING, THE READER IS LEFT IN SPACE.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The paper is insufficiently referenced. There is limited reference to previous studies, especially in the introduction and methodology. 
The references are quite old, narrow it to at least 5 years back
	

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


	Yes, it is quite suitable 
	

	Optional/General comments


	Remove subtitles from the abstract; they make it look unnecessarily big.

Create a chronological flow of events, especially in the methodology from the time of planting through data collection to harvest. 
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	Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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