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	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	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.


	Green gram is traditionally cultivated as a Kharif and summer crop, but its cultivation is increasingly being adopted in the late Rabi season. However, productivity in this season is highly influenced by the optimal sowing time and varietal selection. To address this, evaluating the agronomic performance of promising green gram varieties across different sowing windows in late Rabi is essential. This will help identify suitable variety-sowing time combinations that enhance yield and stability. Ultimately, the findings will inform location-specific recommendations for optimizing sowing time and varietal choice, thereby improving green gram cultivation in non-traditional seasons


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, it is 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.


	The abstract seems to be incomplete. It only mentioned that sowing during II Fortnight of December recorded significantly higher growth attributing characters. 
What about the variety? Which variety is performing better?

And also in the growth attributing characters, it is written ‘leaf area’. I think it should be “leaf area index”  as per your provided data in the table and text body 


	

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

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Many bibliographies are missing in the reference section which are cited in the text body. Viz.,
· Mandal et al. (2004) and Mukherjee et al. (2013)- in 3.1 Plant height under results and discussion

· Ahmed et al. (2023) and Himanshu et al. (2024) in 3.3 Number of branches plant-1
· Reddemma (2018) and Gupta et al. (2024) in 3.4 Dry matter production.
The references may be sufficient and recent if the author corrected this.
	

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


	It is a bit choppy and there are some spelling mistakes here and there. Overall improve the language for better readability.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The author has provided Table 1 but it is not mentioned anywhere in the results and discussion. 
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