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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.
	It is interesting to know the wheat sowing cycle, however it is necessary to go into more depth.
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	The variety GW-273 was found to be early and took lesser number of days to attend 50 per cent panicle emergence (Table 4.2) What planting date?
The variety GW-273 exhibited the minimum days required to attain physiological maturity (95.00 days) as compared to the other varieties. What planting date?
The number of productive tillers m-2 was significantly influenced by the sowing dates. In all varieties used?
Under late sown condition, variety GW-273 had produced significantly higher grain yield per plot (1.40 kg), while in other varieties it was subsequently reduced. Inconsistency is noted
Focus the discussion between the varieties HI-1544 and GW-273, and on the causes of performance.
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