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	Reviewer’s comment
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	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 manuscript provides a valuable contribution to the field of horticultural science by examining the combined effect of pruning time, boric acid, and potassium silicate on guava yield. The findings are based on a two-year study and offer practical implications for improving guava productivity. The research is timely and relevant, particularly for guava-growing regions, and supports the adoption of integrated crop management practices.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title accurately reflects the content of the manuscript and is appropriately descriptive.
	

	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 summarizes the experiment, methodology, major findings, and conclusion well. However, minor language editing may improve its flow and readability.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the experimental design, statistical analysis, and interpretation are sound. The factorial randomized design is appropriate for this type of study, and the results are clearly presented and discussed.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, most references are relevant and a good mix of older and recent literature. The inclusion of more international peer-reviewed journals would strengthen the citation profile.
	

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


	Overall acceptable, but minor grammatical and syntactical improvements would enhance readability. Consider a thorough language edit.
	

	Optional/General comments


	· Tables are well-structured and enhance the understanding of the results.

· The manuscript could benefit from a clearer articulation of novelty and practical recommendations in the conclusion section.
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