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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 study provides valuable insights into optimizing plant growth regulator application and transplanting age, which are crucial for enhancing productivity and fruit quality under field conditions. As chilli is a major spice and vegetable crop with wide culinary and industrial applications, the findings contribute to the improvement of crop management practices. The results may be of practical significance to researchers, extension workers, and farmers aiming to maximize yield and profitability.
	

	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 requires revision to improve fluency and avoid repetition. The sentence “The experiment was conducted in Randomized Block Design at the Research farm of Department of Horticulture, School of Agriculture Science, Technology & Research, Sardar Patel University, Balaghat (M.P.) during the Rabi season of 2022” should be deleted, as the same information is already presented in the Materials and Methods section.

There is also another repetition in the statement: “Highest yield of chilli can be harvested with the spray of GA3 @ 150 PPM with planting of 30 days old seedling (25.70 t/ha) closely followed by GA3 @ 150 PPM with planting of 30 days old seedling (17.37 t/ha).” This needs correction, as the second part appears redundant and inconsistent. Please recheck the data values.

Additionally, the growth parameter values reported as 125.79 and 150.06 cm (plant height), 29.40 and 57.19 (branches/plant), 181.58, 221.56, and 297.32 (leaves/plant) should be revised. Since these are scale measurements, they should be presented with only one decimal place rather than two.

Finally, the keywords require uniformity. Currently, some words are given in capital letters while others start with lowercase. Please ensure consistency in formatting.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The Materials and Methods section needs more clarity and detail. The description of treatments is not sufficiently clear. Please provide explicit information on the treatment structure, including the exact combinations of gibberellic acid (GA₃) concentrations and seedling ages and how they were coded or represented in the experiment (e.g., GA₀D₁, GA₁D₂, etc.).

Additionally, the list of observations/parameters recorded should be clearly mentioned. For example, growth parameters (plant height, number of branches, number of leaves), phenological traits (days to 50% flowering), yield attributes (fruit length, fruit width, fruit number, yield per plant, yield per hectare), and quality traits (ascorbic acid content).

Please also mention the statistical analysis procedure in more detail, including the software/package used and the model followed in the ANOVA.

Several data values (e.g., 125.79 cm plant height, 181.58 leaves/plant) are reported with two decimal places, although such measurements usually require only one decimal place. Would you consider revising for accuracy and consistency?

The discussion on ascorbic acid content is minimal, though GA₃ @ 150 ppm improved it significantly (99.23 mg/100 g). Expand this part of the discussion to highlight the nutritional improvement in chilli fruits?
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Citations of older Research: Several references are older and should be replaced with recent studies (post-2019) to reflect current scientific advancements.


	

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


	Yes
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript addresses an important aspect of chilli production by combining gibberellic acid application and seedling age, both of which have practical relevance for improving yield and quality. Sentences are often long and repetitive, particularly in the abstract and introduction. Presenting data with one decimal place would be more appropriate for field-based measurements. The references are relevant but require careful formatting as per the journal guidelines (uniform style, italics for species names, etc.).
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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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