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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.


	Optimizing sowing windows and irrigation schedules to maximize growth and productivity is a crucial component of potato cultivation that is covered in this manuscript.  This study offers farmers and agronomists important insights given the importance of potatoes to global food security and the difficulties presented by climate change.  The results provide useful suggestions to increase yield under varying environmental conditions, and are especially pertinent for areas with comparable agroclimatic conditions.  The study makes a substantial contribution to the field because it supports ongoing initiatives to modify agricultural methods in response to climate variability.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	“Optimizing the sowing windows and irrigation schedules for enhanced growth and productivity for potato crop,” is a suitable title that accurately conveys the study's main objective.  

To improve accuracy, though, you might want to change it to “Optimizing Sowing Windows and Irrigation Schedules to Enhance Growth and Productivity of Potato Crops.”
	

	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 study's goals, procedures, and main conclusions are outlined in the well-structured abstract. But it could be made better by: 

1. To put the results in context, briefly describe the study's location and climate and 

2. Including a sentence outlining the findings' applications to farmers or policymakers.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	A clear experimental design, suitable methodologies, and well-presented results make up this scientifically sound manuscript.  The results are given credibility by the statistical analysis (ANOVA) and the application of accepted procedures.  In light of the body of existing literature, the results are logically interpreted in the discussion.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	There are enough references, including both foundational works and more recent research (such as publications from 2024–2025).  But think about including:

1. For a more comprehensive perspective, a global study on the effects of climate change on potato production is cited.

2. The irrigation debate will be strengthened by recent research on potato crops' water-use efficiency.
	

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


	Although there are a few minor grammatical errors that do not impair comprehension, the language is appropriate for scholarly communication.  The manuscript would be further polished by a thorough proofreading (for example, “regimes son crop productivity” → “regimes on crop productivity”).
	

	Optional/General comments


	1. Although the tables are well-structured, the results section might use a succinct narrative that highlights significant trends before going into specific comparisons.

2. In the discussion of the economic effects of the suggested practices, think about including a subsection (e.g., cost-benefit analysis of 5 irrigations vs. 2–3).
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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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