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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 manuscript explores various rejuvenation techniques which are employed to make a senile orchard productive. Since, a large area of orchards in India is decades old, this can offer a valuable insight into the various techniques which can be used to extend the economic life of an orchard. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes 
	

	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 needs major revisions. Words are misused are out of context in many lines such as reinvigoration, archiving and many more. Also in the line: These trees alone present a sustainable and economically concerning challenge to the future of the fruit industry. In this line what does sustainable and economical challenge means? Besides the abstract section contains many grammatical errors.  
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Since manuscript lacks references for many of the rejuvenation techniques used, author needs to supply proper references to justify the scientific basis of the article.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Reference section also needs major revisions. Considering the fact that it is a review article, very few references has been quoted which questions the credibility of the work. Author should give proper reference in the text section for each rejuvenation technique to make it more comprehensive.
	

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


	The language although scientifically correct, contains multiple errors in tense, punctuation, and article usage and sentence structure.
	

	Optional/General comments


	In the introduction section the need for rejuvenation has been repeated in initial paragraph as well as 1.2 sub section. 
In sub section 2.3, author has used inconsistent verb tenses. Kindly correct it.

While soil management and nutrition (2.4), pest and disease management (2.5), use of PGRs (2.6) are crucial practices after rejuvenation, they should not be considered as key practices for rejuvenation. Kindly supply a proper heading and mention these under that. 
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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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