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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment

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

	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 findings of the research contribute to a deeper understanding of how specific foliar treatments can enhance fruit production, retention and quality.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	It is informative but a bit long. Capitalize the first letters in the article title.
	

	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 provides a good summary of the experimental design and key findings. However, it can be enhanced by making the objective of the study clearer at the beginning. Additionally, it would be beneficial to mention briefly the statistical significance of the results and the practical implications of the findings, particularly in terms of how they benefit the farming community or guide future research.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript appears scientifically sound. However, I would recommend verifying that the statistical methods used for data analysis are clearly explained.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The manuscript lacks sufficient and recent references to support the findings and discussion. I recommend adding more recent references particularly in areas related to foliar applications and nutrient management in fruit crops.


	

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


	The manuscript contains several grammatical errors that need to be addressed to improve the readability and clarity. I have highlighted the mistakes in the review mode of the manuscript for reference. Please revise the manuscript carefully to correct these errors.
	

	Optional/General comments


	1. The introduction should include a clear statement of the hypotheses being tested in the research. Additionally, it would be beneficial to explain why this research is needed, outlining the knowledge gap or practical issues it aims to address. 

2. To strengthen the review and discussion sections, more recent references should be incorporated.

3. Include graphical representation of the data and figures illustrating the experimental research. Without photographs, figures or visual aids, the manuscript lacks clarity and can be difficult for readers to fully grasp the findings.
4. The list of treatment combinations in the “Material and Methods” section is quite lengthy and difficult to follow in the paragraph form. It is recommended to present these treatments in a tabular format (e.g., Table 1), listing treatment codes (T1-T18) alongside their corresponding compositions. This will enhance clarity and help readers quickly interpret the experimental design.
5. Throughout the entire manuscript the “@” symbol is missing when referring to the concentration of treatments (e.g., 2,4-D 15 ppm should be written as 2,4-D @ ppm). Including the “@” symbol is standard practice in agricultural and scientific writing to indicate the application rate and should be consistently applied for all treatment descriptions.

6. Mention the specific software used for statistical analysis used to analyse the data of this experimental design.

7. Mention the latitude and longitude coordinates of the experimental field to provide geographic context and enable future replication of the study in similar locations.

8. It is recommended to include the standard error mean and standard error deviation value in the table presenting the data in the results section.

9. The conclusion does not effectively highlight how the research findings can benefit future research and the farming community. It lacks a proper discussion of the practical implications of the study and its relevance to agricultural practices. 

10. I recommend rewriting the conclusion to clearly emphasize the potential applications of the results, particularly in terms of future research directions and how the findings can be implemented by farmers to improve yield and fruit quality.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)
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