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	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 article is devoted to the current problem and solution of a specific practical task. Since it is known that the basis of a productive and healthy garden is rootstocks. At the same time, farmers in Ladakh still follow the traditional system, due to which they cannot achieve the desired levels of potential yield, there is not a single well-established garden of fruit crops due to small and marginal land ownership. Therefore, the work is scientifically substantiated, the tasks, materials and methods are chosen correctly. Statistical significance was determined at the level of 5% (p ≤ 0.05) shows the reliability of the results obtained. The article has both scientific and practical significance.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title of the article fully reflects the content
	

	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 of the article is mostly exhaustive. A few words could have been added about the experimental conditions.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	Yes, from a scientific point of view the manuscript of the article is correct and meets modern requirements for the presentation of scientific topics.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form. 
	Are the references in the article sufficient and they are mostly up-to-date. However, the article contains some sources that are relatively outdated, i.e. Robinson et al., 1991, 1997; Sansavini et al., 1981, etc. It would be desirable to replace (or supplement) them with more up-to-date references.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications? 
	The language/quality of the English language of the article is suitable for scientific communications and meets modern standards for the presentation of scientific thought.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The article has scientific and practical significance and can be published in international peer-reviewed scientific journals.
	


	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 detail)

There are no ethical issues noted in this manuscript.
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