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	Reviewer’s comment
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	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 is important because it explains how temperature, humidity, and evapotranspiration behave within the crop canopy, where plants actually grow and respond. By linking these patterns with variety and row orientation, it offers clear and practical insights for improving water use and crop performance in semi-arid regions. The findings are directly useful for researchers and practitioners working on climate-responsive pulse production.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title is mostly suitable
	

	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 does a good job of covering the experimental setup, main observations and overall conclusions. That said, it could be made stronger with a few small refinements to improve clarity and flow and to help the key messages stand out more clearly. With a bit of tightening and better balance between methods and results, the abstract would be more engaging and impactful for readers
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references cover core work in this field, but including a few recent studies (last 5 years) on physical seed treatments and bruchid management could strengthen the literature context. Look for recent papers on seed conditioning technologies or integrated pest management in pulses to cite.
	

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


	The language is generally understandable and the scientific intent is clear.
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