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	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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.


	
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes
	

	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.


	Yes
The abstract is dense and could benefit from a more structured presentation, such as clearly dividing objectives, methods, results, and conclusions. Moreover, simplify technical jargon for better accessibility.
	

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

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Some references appear older (e.g., from 2005 or 2013). Including more recent studies would reflect the latest advancements. So, they have to ensure uniform formatting of references, as some inconsistencies were noted.


	

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


	Language is suitable. However, some sentences in the manuscript are overly long and complex. Shortening them for readability would enhance comprehension.
	

	Optional/General comments


	1- For the introduction there are some comments: while informative, the introduction includes some repetitive statements (e.g., guava's nutritional properties and uses). Streamlining this section will improve flow. Plus, consider introducing more recent studies for broader context, particularly from 2021–2024, to align with the study timeline. You better should consider that The manuscript should more explicitly identify the research gap addressed by this study. Why this work is unique compared to existing studies?

2- Materials and methods: while the methodology is detailed, it would benefit from additional clarification regarding such as, the number of plants used in the experiment. Precise environmental conditions (e.g., temperature, humidity levels) to contextualize results. Furthermore, a justification for the choice of chemical concentrations and their potential impact on guava is recommended.
3- Results and discussion: the discussion could delve deeper into the implications of the findings. For instance, how might these results affect guava cultivation practices on a larger scale?. Avoid redundancy in explaining results (e.g., similar phrases about GA3 improving fruit yield and size are repeated across different sections).
4- Conclusion: The conclusion is well-supported but could briefly touch upon practical applications of the findings. A recommendation for further research (e.g., studying long-term effects or economic feasibility) could add value.
5- Consistency in formatting (e.g., spacing, alignment in tables) is required. For instance, Table 1's column headings could be more concise. Standardize the use of units (e.g., consistently use "%", "cm", "ppm"). And ensure all tables have precise captions explaining their contents.
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	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)
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