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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 presents a significant contribution to the scientific community by providing valuable insights into the role of plant growth regulators (PGRs) on the growth, yield, and quality of Capsicum annuum L. (capsicum or bell pepper). The findings shed light on the effectiveness of different PGRs, particularly NAA (75 ppm), in improving key agricultural parameters, including plant height, fruit yield, and quality attributes such as ascorbic acid content and pericarp thickness. These results not only enhance our understanding of capsicum cultivation but also offer practical recommendations for improving productivity and profitability, which is crucial for farmers and the agricultural sector. Additionally, the economic analysis provided in the study adds a dimension of practical application, demonstrating the profitability of using PGRs in farming practices. Overall, the manuscript offers a well-rounded scientific analysis that could lead to improved agricultural practices and better market outcomes for capsicum producers.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title of the article, "Effect of plant growth regulators on growth, yield and quality of Capsicum [Capsicum annuum L.]", is suitable but could be slightly more specific in indicating the focus on economic outcomes. A suggested alternative title could be:

"Influence of Plant Growth Regulators on Growth, Yield, Quality, and Economic Viability of Capsicum annuum L."

	

	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 is comprehensive in summarizing the key aspects of the study, including the experimental setup, treatments, and results. However, it could be enhanced by including a brief mention of the economic analysis (net returns and benefit-cost ratio), which is a crucial component of the study. Additionally, clarifying the potential practical applications of the findings for capsicum cultivation in different agro-climatic regions would add further depth to the abstract.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript appears scientifically correct, with well-structured experiments and appropriate statistical analyses (RBD, ANOVA). The results are presented clearly, and the references to past studies are in line with the findings. However, it would benefit from further clarification of the experimental design, particularly the exact procedures for applying PGRs, to ensure reproducibility.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient and relevant, with recent studies from reputable journals. However, it would be beneficial to include more references from the past 2-3 years to strengthen the manuscript's relevance and ensure it aligns with the latest research trends in plant growth regulators. Some additional studies focusing on similar crops or recent advancements in PGR applications could enrich the literature review.
	

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


	The language and English quality of the manuscript is suitable for scholarly communications. The text is clear and conveys the necessary scientific information effectively. The structure of the manuscript is organized, and the terminology used is appropriate for an academic audience. However, minor improvements in phrasing and clarity could enhance readability, but overall, it maintains the quality expected for publication in scientific journals.
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