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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 holds significant importance for the scientific community as it provides comprehensive insights into the synergistic influence of calcium chloride and borax on the biochemical composition and quality of guava fruits.
	

	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 is comprehensive, clearly presenting the objective, methodology, key findings, and overall implications of the study. To emphasize the practical value and potential applicability in guava production systems, the conclusion could be slightly shortened. Overall, the abstract effectively conveys the essence of study.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	· Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound and follows an appropriate experimental design with clearly defined treatments, replications, and standard analytical methods for assessing biochemical parameters.
· Specifying the season/month, environment conditions (temperature and RH) during the study would further strengthen scientific rigor and reproducibility.
· Experiment would have been better represented with some relevant photographs of the guava plants/fruits during experiment.
· The procedures for estimating TSS, acidity, ascorbic acid, and sugars are based on well-established and validated protocols, ensuring methodological reliability.

· Apart from the evaluated biochemical parameters, inclusion of other parameters like total phenols, flavonoids and anti-oxidant activity, would have provided a more comprehensive understanding of treatment effects and strengthened the overall conclusion of the study.

· The results are logically interpreted and well-supported by previous studies, demonstrating consistency with known physiological roles of calcium and boron in fruit development and quality enhancement. 
· Statistical analysis using CD at a 5% level and SEm adds robustness to the findings. However, including details such as the exact experimental layout (e.g., RBD).
· Change the font style of COMPETING INTERESTS DISCLAIMER (whole paragraph) to uniform style used in the manuscript.
· Overall, the manuscript maintains correctness in its scientific approach, methodology, and interpretation.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references are well mentioned and relevant.
· Use italics wherever required (scientific names) in the references.

·  It will be helpful mentioning some of the similar recent studies like, 

· Pavankumar, M. (2025). Comparative analysis of quality characters and seed content of pink and white fleshed guava cultivars grown in rainy season. International Journal of Advanced Biochemistry Research.


	

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


	Yes
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript is well-structured, scientifically sound, and clearly presents the objectives, methodology, results, and conclusions. The study addresses a relevant and practical issue in guava production, providing valuable insights into improving fruit quality through pre-harvest foliar nutrition. The experimental design is appropriate, data interpretation is logical, and the discussion is well-supported by recent literature. Overall, the manuscript demonstrates scientific merit, clarity, and relevance to the horticultural research community, and it is suitable for acceptance after minor revisions for refinement and clarity.
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