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	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.


	This manuscript is of significant importance to the scientific community as it explores the potential of phytosterols, specifically stigmasterol and campesterol, as sustainable growth enhancers in viticulture. The study provides valuable insights into how these compounds can improve growth, yield, and post-harvest shelf life of Thompson Seedless grapes, which is crucial for reducing food waste and enhancing agricultural productivity. Additionally, the findings highlight the role of phytosterols in reducing physiological weight loss (PLW) and improving resilience during storage, offering a promising alternative to synthetic growth regulators. This research contributes to the growing body of knowledge on eco-friendly solutions for sustainable agriculture.
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	Yes, the title is appropriate.
	

	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 well-structured and covers the key aspects of the study, including the objectives, methods, results, and implications.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript appears to be scientifically sound. The study design, parameters measured (shoot length, leaf area, bunch weight, etc.), and the conclusions drawn from the results (e.g., enhanced growth, yield, and shelf life) are well-aligned with the objectives.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes.
	

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


	The language used in the abstract is generally clear and appropriate for scholarly communication.
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