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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 document offers significant insights into genetic diversity among Pongamia pinnata provenances, a species crucial for biofuel generation, carbon capture, and climate-adaptive agroforestry. Long-term field experiments like this are uncommon and provide essential baseline data for studies on genetic selection and adaptability to different regions. The findings will assist policymakers, foresters, and researchers in identifying appropriate planting materials for the restoration of degraded land and bioenergy projects
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	Yes, the title is suitable, though it requires a minor grammatical correction.
	

	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 generally provides information, but it could be improved by incorporating a brief summary of methods (RBD, 22 origins, long-term assessment), adding a concluding sentence that highlights practical uses (advancing genetics, compatibility with biofuels), and removing unnecessary or excessive background information.

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is methodologically robust, adheres to correct statistical methods (ANOVA, DMRT), and presents comprehensive tables that back the findings. Nevertheless, slight enhancements are recommended.
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	Yes, references are adequate, relevant, and include recent work up to 2022–2025. A good mix of classical and contemporary literature is cited.
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	Overall language quality is acceptable but needs minor editing for grammar, consistency, and formatting. Some sentences in introduction and discussion are long and can be broken for clarity.
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