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	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.


	NPK fertilizers are central to modern agriculture, influencing growth, yield, and soil health. Promoting Integrated Nutrient Management (INM) and organic practices can help balance nutrient efficiency, soil health, and sustainability. Despite the importance of NPK fertilizers in Western Uttar Pradesh (WUP), detailed multi-crop and temporal assessments of their impact on nutrient use efficiency remain limited. This study to estimate regional variations in nutrient use efficiency and assess crop-specific responses to NPK input levels.
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	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, this study applies the Data Envelopment Analysis model to evaluate the efficiency of 17 major crops cultivated across four districts with respect to NPK fertilizer. DEA is a non-parametric technique widely used for measuring the relative efficiency of decision-making units when multiple inputs and outputs are involved.
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	1. Manuscript needs to be short by highlighting the importance results with clear discussion.

2. Starting from introduction with section 1. subsections should be numbered (for example 2.1 (then 2.1.1, 2.1.2, 2.2, etc.), up to three levels. 

3. The conclusion section is too large, please amend this section by providing only the most important results and recommendations.

4. The references list should be reformatted according to the journal's guidelines and style. Please consider this comment for all references.

5. References must be numbered in the order that they appear in the text. In the text, citations should be indicated by the reference number in brackets [3]. Every reference referred in the text must also present in the reference list and vice versa. 
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