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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.


	the study provides practical guidance for improving crop performance and resource-use efficiency under varying agro-ecological conditions. These results contribute to a better understanding of plant–environment interactions, supporting more sustainable cultivation practices. Overall, the work adds meaningful knowledge that can help researchers, agronomists, and growers enhance both productivity and quality in Senna cultivation.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	the current title is clear and scientifically acceptable. It indicates the crop (Senna – Cassia angustifolia), the main factor studied (plant nutrient uptake), and the treatments (sowing window and planting density). However, it can be made more concise, precise, and aligned with typical journal style.
" Influence of Sowing Windows and Planting Density on Nutrient Uptake in Senna (Cassia angustifolia Vahl.)"
	

	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 is generally informative, but Consider adding key quantitative results, especially for the most significant findings, as this strengthens the scientific value of the abstract. Additionally, the conclusion should explicitly highlight the practical implications for growers or researchers
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Based on the available information, the manuscript appears to follow a logical scientific structure and addresses an important agronomic question related to nutrient uptake in Senna under different sowing windows and planting densities.
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	Yes, It  Good
	

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


	The language is understandable, but it's not quite polished enough to meet the ideal standard for scientific communication and academic publishing.
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	The manuscript is good and can be published provided that we adhere to some instructions.
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