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	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 MS addresses one of the major bottlenecks in kodo millet cultivation- seed dormancy which directly impacts germination uniformity and crop establishment under rainfed conditions. The identification of a simple, low-cost, and effective dormancy-breaking method using KNO₃ offers a practical solution that can be readily adopted in seed production and on-farm practices.
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	The simultaneous use of “mitigation” and “overcoming” is redundant since both convey the same meaning. It is suggested to revise the title for conciseness and precision. A more appropriate form of title could be: “Genotypic variation in seed dormancy pattern and response to dormancy-mitigating strategies in Kodo millet (Paspalum scrobiculatum L)”.
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	Optional/General comments


	The conclusion part is descriptive, resembling a continuation of the results rather than a synthesised summary. The section also lacks an interpretation of the physiological or practical significance of these results. A more concise, insight-driven closing highlighting the broader implications for seed dormancy management in Kodo millet is recommended.
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