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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.


	This manuscript significant importance for the scientific community as it provides a systematic determination of the length of growing period (LGP) for the North Central Plateau Agroclimatic Zone of Odisha using long-term (31 years) rainfall data. By quantifying the onset, duration, and cessation of the growing season at block level, the study offers a scientific basis for crop and varietal selection, efficient cropping system design, and sustainable resource utilization. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	“Determination of the Length of Growing Period for Crop Planning in the North Central Plateau Zone of Odisha”
	

	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.


	Abstract is rich in detail and explains the study’s scope, methodology, results, and implications well. However, abstracts should be concise, well-structured, and focused on objectives, methods, key findings, and significance. Highlight the  contribution of this study (e.g., “This is the first block-level estimation of LGP for this zone using 31 years of data”).
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Scientifically, Clear Objective, long-term climatic data, standard Methods and scientifically accepted.

Minor Issues & Suggestions

Introduction: Scientifically correct but could be better organized: start broad (importance of LGP globally), narrow to Odisha, then state knowledge gap and objective.

Materials and Methods: 

1. Methods are sound, but some parts repeat (definition of LGP appears in Abstract, Introduction, and Methods). Consider condensing.

2. Reference citations should be standardized (e.g., “Sattar et al., 2013” instead of “Sattaret.al.2013”).

Results and Discussion:
1. The block-wise tables are very informative, but they could be better summarized with averages, ranges, and variability measures instead of only listing raw numbers.

2. Consider adding a graph (trend of LGP across blocks) to visually support conclusions.

Conclusion: Well-written, but some parts repeat the results.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Current references are adequate but not fully sufficient. 
1.Most references are older (2005, 2013, 2015, 2017). While they are valid, journals increasingly expect more recent citations (last 5–7 years).

2. Adding references LGP under climate change, rainfall variability, and crop planning would make the paper stronger. 
	

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


	· Minor grammatical corrections needed:

· e.g., “the average length of growing season both the district varied” → “in both districts varied”.

· “rainfedsituation” → “rainfed situation”.
·  Ensure consistent use of spaces (e.g., “North central plateau zone” → “North Central Plateau Zone”).
	

	Optional/General comments


	· The manuscript is scientifically correct and makes a valuable contribution to agroclimatology and crop planning.

· Only minor revisions in structure, conciseness, and formatting are needed.
·  If improved as suggested, it should be publishable in journal.
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