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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.

	This manuscript is important to scientific community in order to understand the impact of climate on physiological aspects of plants leaf and quality of fruits. Actually what are the critical temperature, relative humidity? How did relative humidity and temperature effect the physiological aspects and quality should be discussed which is lacking in this manuscript. It should be clearly discussed.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	It seems vague.
It will be better if it is written as Effect of temperature and relative humidity instead of weather. It will be more specific.
	

	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 is not written well. The abstract should be comprehensive and easy to understand without reading full manuscript. The author has written as K1, K2, K3, K4, Tmax, Tmin. It should be written in full form.  It should briefly highlight how temperature affected the physiological aspects and quality in brief. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	It should be refined and smoothing is necessary. It should concentrate on the results. Instead of writing K1,K2,K3,K4, Tmax and Tmin explain what temperature what stage clearly. Instead of writing Tmax and Tmin wrte what is the exact temperature. If you don’t write the actual temperature it is unclear.  
Only correlations are presented where are the real data? Without results how can we evaluate the article? 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Number of the references seems okay. He should delete the references which are not cited in the text and include the cited ones. Very old references has been citied. It is better to include the recent references.
	

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

	The language/English quality of article is very poor for scholarly communications. I suggest to rewrite and improve the manuscript. Through English editing is also necessary.
	

	Optional/General comments

	Only correlations are presented. Real results data are missing. This paper is incomplete without the main results that have been indicated in the methodology. If results are included it seems this study is genuine and valid. The author should include the separate tables of the real results than only validate for the finding.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

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