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	PART  1: Review Comments


	
	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)

	Compulsory REVISION comments

1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community?
      (Please write few sentences on this manuscript)


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

3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive?


4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate?

5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct?

6. Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestion of additional references, please mention in the review form.

(Apart from above mentioned 6 points, reviewers are free to provide additional suggestions/comments)

	

1. Yes, as it is an important commodity in the country where the experiment was conducted and it was noted that India is one of the largest producer of the specified commodity. The search for various techniques in improving the quality, growth and yield of bitter gourd will be a great help in achieving the desired production even in the midst of climate change.

2. Yes



3. It is suggested to include a short review on the importance of the commodity to highlight the importance of the study before discussing the results of the study. Include the economic significance of the crop in your country by using numerical datas.

4. Yes


5. Yes

6. It will be good if  the references will be updated specifically for the data of the crop production as I believe, there is a yearly data being updated as this will highlight the significance of the crop to the country.

7. I observed that the objectives of the study were not mentioned on the introduction part, if possible, kindly specify and the answers of the objectives should be seen or written on the conclusion. This will also be a guiding factor to the aim of the study and will highlight the significant contributions of the results to the production of the said commodity.

8. In terms of using the abbreviated terms, it's recommended to spell out what is GA, NAA, etc. when it is first used on the paragraph then you can abbreviate on the following sentences/paragraph where you will mention it.


	

	Minor REVISION comments

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

	

1. Yes, however there are minor grammars to be corrected and terms that are recommended to use  in order to improve the quality and creativity of the article.



	

	Optional/General comments

	(INTRODUCTION) It is recommended to combine a short review regarding the plant growth regulators used on the study before discussing their differences or comparison.

(METHODOLOGY) Include abiotic factors observed on the study area that can be a key element on the growth and production of the commodity.

(RESULTS) Good job in backing up your claims or the results of your study using review of literature. Include discussions on the data results of different treatments and do not focus only on the results of NAA. Try to compare briefly the data of the 3 PGRs as this will highlight the significance of NAA as a recommended PGR in terms of its effectiveness. 
I suggest also that if possible, if you can try to use superscripts on the data tables to differentiate the results. Using superscripts can directly highlight the significant differences of the treatments.  
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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)


	





	Reviewer Details:


	Name:
	Rechelle B. Peningeo

	Department, University & Country
	Benguet State University, Philippines




Created by: DR	              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM	   	Version: 1.7 (15-12-2022)	
