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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 (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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 provides valuable insights into oilseed crop optimization and agro-meteorology by analyzing how sowing dates affect rapeseed productivity in Assam, supported by empirical data and predictive regression models based on thermal and photothermal units. The findings highlight the importance of adjusting planting schedules to enhance yield and resource use efficiency, offering broader applicability to similar agroclimatic conditions elsewhere.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title "OPTIMIZING RAPESEED PRODUCTIVITY THROUGH SOWING DATE ADJUSTMENT AND AGRO-CLIMATIC INDICES MODERATION" is suitable and effectively conveys the main focus of the research.
	

	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.


	Yes, the abstract of the article is quite comprehensive and effectively summarizes the key aspects of the research. It includes the aims, study design, methodology, main results, and the primary conclusion.

However, here are a few minor suggestions for potential additions or slight modifications, keeping in mind the goal of providing a concise yet informative overview:

The most impactful addition would be a brief statement about the findings related to the jasmonic acid treatments to provide a complete overview of the experimental outcomes. The other suggestions for deletion/modification are optional and depend on the desired level of brevity for the abstract. The current abstract is already well-written and informative.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Based on the provided text, the manuscript appears scientifically sound in its design, methodology, analysis, and interpretation. It employs a suitable split-plot design with replications to study the effects of sowing date and jasmonic acid concentration, and selects relevant growth, physiological, yield, and agroclimatic parameters aligned with the research objectives. Statistical analyses, including ANOVA, post-hoc tests, correlation, and regression, are appropriately applied using standard methods and software. The interpretation of results logically follows the data, such as linking higher yields from earlier sowing dates to longer growth duration and greater thermal unit accumulation. The discussion references existing literature to contextualize the findings, and the methods section clearly defines and explains the calculations for agroclimatic indices, ensuring transparency. While a complete evaluation would require access to the full manuscript, including raw data, detailed procedures, and all figures and tables, the available sections suggest a rigorous and scientifically accurate approach.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The reference list includes articles from 1981 up to 2024. There are several recent publications (2016, 2017, 2018, 2022, 2024), which is a positive sign. However, there are also older references. Depending on the specific aspects being discussed, more recent literature might be available and relevant.
	

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


	Yes, based on the provided text, the language and English quality of the article appear to be suitable for scholarly communication. However, a final confirmation would require reviewing the entire manuscript. Minor issues like occasional awkward phrasing or less common word choices might exist in other sections.

In conclusion, based on the excerpt, the language and English quality are of a standard suitable for scholarly communication. It is clear, precise, formal, and uses appropriate scientific vocabulary.
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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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