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	PART  1: Comments


	
	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.

	Chlorophyll content and relative water content are the only parameters which thebauthors analysed, there are not any analysis of yield or phenological information of the plants nor Quality of the products. It is an short communication more than a full article. I suggest to generalize or make it kess regional and inform what rabi season is. Correct abbreviations for DAS, inform what it stand for immendiately as DAS appeared in the text. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	The title is ambitious as it only measure 2 physiological parameters: Chlorophyll content and relative water content. 
	

	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.

	There are no clear section, in the abstract, lack of statistical significance and p Values.  I suggest also to eliminate results and move to results section while adding p values to their conclusions.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is well written, and scientificaly sounding.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references seem correct and up to date. I suggest a Review of any least one paper from Argentina and Australia if it is correct to add to discussion regarding germination and yield.
at least.
	

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

	They English Quality make the manuscript suitable for a shorts comminication.
	

	Optional/General comments

	I would have prefer data on yield and eliminate any regional information without description or relation to a more global landscape as only name rabi season. Specific title regarding conclusions.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)


	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)
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