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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment

The manuscript presents an important and well-executed study examining how rainfall patterns and sowing times affect the fibre yield and yield attributes of kenaf varieties in Bangladesh. This research is relevant to the ongoing discussions about the impacts of climate variability on fibre crops and contributes practical insights for improving kenaf production management. The study is significant because it supports sustainable agricultural strategies and adaptation planning under changing climatic conditions. It also strengthens understanding of optimal sowing windows for maintaining productivity in fibre crops. 
	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 work is significant because it bridges a practical gap between climate variability and fibre crop management. It highlights how rainfall timing and sowing windows can greatly influence kenaf growth and yield, which has implications for both local farming systems and industrial fibre production. The findings contribute to broader sustainability goals by helping optimize cultivation practices in response to unpredictable weather patterns. This type of applied research can directly guide farming communities and development agencies in adapting to climate change.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is appropriate, clear, and specific. It immediately reflects the study’s content and purpose. No revision is needed.
	

	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 effectively summarizes the study, its purpose, methods, and key results. It clearly shows the connection between rainfall timing and yield outcomes. To make it even stronger, I suggest briefly including the most significant numerical result or statistical comparison to emphasize the magnitude of the findings.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the study design, data collection, and analysis are all scientifically sound. The use of RCBD with replications ensures reliability, and the statistical tools applied are appropriate. The discussion connects well with previous research, showing awareness of the existing literature. The conclusions are consistent with the data presented. A slightly deeper explanation of how rainfall variability directly affects plant physiology could make the discussion more engaging.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references are rich, recent, and relevant. Many citations are from 2020–2024, showing the paper is well-grounded in current research. A few more references about rainfall pattern modeling or global kenaf adaptation studies could make the literature review even more comprehensive.
	

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


	Yes, the English is clear, formal, and easy to understand. The sentences flow naturally, and the grammar is very good. Only minor editing is needed for smoother transitions and punctuation in a few areas.


	

	Optional/General comments


	This manuscript is well-organized and pleasant to read. The tables and figures are clear and help readers easily understand the results. I especially liked how the authors compared data from two locations—this gives the paper broader relevance. The study adds real value to the body of knowledge on fibre crop management under changing climatic conditions. With small improvements in the abstract and minor language polishing, it will be ready for publication.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	No ethical issues are evident. The study followed standard experimental and reporting protocols. 

	


Reviewer details:

Jose B. Baltero Iii, Philippines

Created by: DR
              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM
   
Version: 3 (07-07-2024)


