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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.
	This manuscript is valuable for the scientific community. It provides a comprehensive evaluation of seven lotus (Nelumbo nucifera) varieties under the specific agro-climatic conditions of Prayagraj, Uttar Pradesh, which has been rarely found. The research contribute to varietal selection for enhanced economic returns and used for conservation and promotion of regionally adapted cultivars.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	The current title, “Evaluation of Different Lotus Varieties in Agro-climatic Condition of Prayagraj, Uttar
Pradesh,” is clear and informative.
But it may be….
"Evaluation of Lotus (Nelumbo nucifera) Varieties under the Agro-climatic Conditions of Prayagraj, Uttar Pradesh"
	

	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 informative, but it can be improved for clarity, conciseness, and completeness. Lacks broader context about the study’s importance, methods, and implications.
Many specific measurements, which might confuse readers. Summarizing trends missing rather it providing all numeric details.
Ending of Abstract with a partial conclusion but does not explicitly state the potential applications of the findings (e.g., variety recommendation for farmers in the region).
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	From my review of the manuscript provided, it appears that the scientific approach is good.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references in the manuscript are partly sufficient but not fully up to date. They include some important earlier works on Nelumbo nucifera cultivation and morphology, but several are older than 10–15 years, with only a few from the past 5 years.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	Language is good but some grammatical improvements I suggest- like “flower bud takes more time to open” → should be “flower buds took more time to open.”
	

	Optional/General comments
	The study is relevant and well-designed, but the manuscript needs language polishing, updated references, and reduced repetition to enhance clarity and scientific impact.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

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