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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.


	The study of the Integrated effects of irrigation scheduling, Pusa hydrogel, and foliar micronutrients on yield attributes of barley (Hordeum vulgare L.) is scientifically important because it affects seed biology, agriculture, food security, and genetic improvement. It contributes to agricultural sustainability by helping to conserve genetic resources, improve seed production, and adapt crops to environmental changes.
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	Yes, the title of the article suitable

	

	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.


	A scientific abstract includes (1) Background/Introduction, (2) Objective(s) of the study (3) Methodology, (4) Main results and (5) Conclusion/Interpretation. This abstract lacks a conclusion. Please also indicate the quantity (number or mass) of semen used to carry out this study.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	We have eighteen (18) references for an eight (8) page document. These references are relatively recent.

	

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


	Yes, the quality of the language and English of the article is suitable for scientific communications.
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	In the introduction, review citations with internet citations. Instead, indicate the author or acronym and year, and include the website in the bibliographic references.

In terms of methodology, explain the evaluation of parameters using mathematical formulas or methods from well-known authors and those mentioned.

In terms of results and discussion, please present and explain your results before any other comparisons with potential authors.

For statistical tables, please use the statistical ranks "a, b, c, ..." or "*" and not both at the same time in the same table.
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