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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 manuscript provides useful insights into how sowing time and plant density shape nutrient uptake dynamics in Cassia angustifolia, a medicinal crop suited to arid and semi-arid regions. The quantitative assessment of nitrogen, phosphorus, and potassium uptake under different agronomic treatments offers practical guidance for optimizing field management to enhance biomass production and sennoside content. The demonstration of interaction effects between sowing time and planting geometry fills an existing knowledge gap for researchers and medicinal-plant growers.
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	The title of the article fits the topic of the study.
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	Тhe abstract of the manuscript is comprehensive.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound, with a clear experimental. The presented results are consistent with agronomic principles and effectively demonstrate the influence of sowing time and planting density on nutrient uptake in Cassia angustifolia. The conclusions logically follow from the data and provide relevant recommendations for improving senna cultivation.
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	Тhe quality of the article is suitable for scientific publications in English.
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