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	Compulsory REVISION comments


	Reviewer’s comment
	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. Why do you like (or dislike) this manuscript? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	The study evaluated the performance of different groundnut genotypes sown across three time windows during the rabi season at Hiriyur in 2023-24. Results showed higher pod and dry matter yields for groundnuts sown later.
Key weather factors like maximum and minimum temperatures, sunshine hours, and pan evaporation positively correlated with seed yield during the pod development to maturity stage, while parameters like minimum temperature, relative humidity, and wind speed negatively affected yield from pegging to pod development.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	It accurately reflects the focus of the study on how weather factors correlate with the growth stages (phenophases) of groundnut across various sowing times, as well as the influence on yield and growth characteristics.
	

	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.


	Its suitable to this manuscript data.
	

	Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate?
	Everything is at the write place but missing some figures which add valuable data and easy understanding.
	

	Please write a few sentences regarding the scientific correctness of this manuscript. Why do you think that this manuscript is scientifically robust and technically sound? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.
	Ensure that all figures and tables adhere to the Journal's style guide, including consistent font sizes and clear labeling. The captions for the figures should be more descriptive, providing enough detail so that the reader can understand the content without referring to the text. Use uniform spacing between sections and subsections. Double-check for grammatical errors.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.

-
	Cross-check in-text citations to ensure all referenced studies are properly listed in the references section. Ensure that all references conform to the journal's format. For instance, you need to ensure that journal titles are abbreviated where necessary, and the reference list is consistent in its use of punctuation and capitalization.

	

	Minor REVISION comments

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


	Language: Please thoroughly check the entire manuscript for grammatical errors and typos and polish the English language. Minor correction needed.
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	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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