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	Reviewer’s comment
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	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 study adds a wealth of knowledge in terms of enumerating effect of schedule irrigation at particular growth stage on yield of barley. Secondly it also provides a foundation for replication of similar studies in other regions, related crops such as oats among others. It also underscores the importance of micronutrients in crop yield. Finally ,it add to wealth of library of information for future generation researchers.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title  is appropriate for the article it enumerates key components of the study ;irrigation scheduling, pusa hydrogen and foliar application effect on yield of barley. The author should consider adding software used in data analysis to strengthen separation of means using LSD at 5% level of probability. 
	

	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 well written it has key components of an abstract; objective of study, methodology results/findings and suggest which treatment enhances yield of barley. 

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically structured it contains all prerequisite parts of scientific paper ; abstract well done, introduction, methodology used is appropriate for the study, data collection and analysis , results ( use of tables to present results ) and discussion including citation of earlier studies and conclusion.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient since they contain recent work as late as 2025 and can be traced for example on research gate.
	

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


	The command of English language is good and clearly communicates the study in scholarly manner .
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