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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.
	This study reveals important findings on the use of foliar-applied chemicals and growth regulators to improve flowering, fruit quality, and yield in lemon. It highlights the effectiveness of 2% KNO₃ for early flowering and 1000 ppm CCC for enhancing overall yield and quality. These ifindings can guide better crop management and boost lemon production efficiency.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes. However, it is better to modify the title as,

Effect of Foliar Application of Chemicals and Growth Regulators on Flowering, Fruit Quality, and Yield of Lemon (Citrus limon)
	

	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.
	Abstract should be started with a brief background/ introduction. Corrections should be made according to the highlighted words/ sentences marked in yellow and red.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically correct up to some extent. All values should be placed before the chemical names, e.g., 1% KNO₃, 500 ppm Paclobutrazol, etc.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Though references are sufficient, some more recent references should be added.  Furthermore, references should be written according to the author guidelines of the journal. 
	

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


	The manuscript is suitable for scholarly communication following necessary language refinements. Attention should be given to grammar, sentence structure, and clarity to enhance readability and ensure consistency with academic writing standards.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript requires several language and formatting corrections for scholarly communication. Contractions should be avoided, and all numerical values must precede chemical names (e.g., 1% KNO₃). Values in the last column of Table 1 should be clearly mentioned, and all tables must be cited in the text. When abbreviations or shortened forms of chemicals or treatments are used, they should first appear with the full term followed by the abbreviation in parentheses (e.g., Cycocel (CCC)), and only the abbreviation should be used thereafter. Font sizes should be consistent throughout, following author guidelines. Corrections marked in yellow and red in the text should be addressed.
	


	PART  2: 



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)



	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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