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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 paper is important to the research community as it highlights the potential of BudMaker in enhancing grape farming practices by improving yield and quality. The multilocation trial design ensures reliable and widely applicable results, offering valuable insights for sustainable viticulture and future advancements in crop management.
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	There is no need to change the manuscript title

Effect of bio-efficacy of Budmaker on growth, yield, and shelf-life in under multilocation of grape (Vitis vinifera L.) cv. Nanasaheb Purple Seedless
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	Yes, this manuscript is scientifically correct.
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	The language and English quality of the paper are appropriate for scholarly communication. The writing is comprehensible, precise, and follows academic norms, making it appropriate for discussing and interacting in scientific fields.
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