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	Reviewer’s comment

	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 paper offers a thorough assessment of different ber cultivars in Haryana semi-arid environment, which is extremely pertinent to dryland horticulture and agroforestry systems. This will help farmers and researchers in developing cultivar selection strategies that take into account factors including fruit quality, maturity time and biotic and abiotic stress resistance. All things considered, the study encourages climate-vulnerable semi-arid areas to produce fruit sustainably.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Although the term is generally appropriate, it may be made more specific and scientific.


Assessment of Fruiting Behavior, Quality attributes and Stress Tolerance of Ber (Ziziphus mauritiana Lam.) Cultivars under Semi-Arid Conditions of Haryana can be an alternate suggested title.


	

	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.


	Abstract is comprehensive but I would like to suggest the author to see the read the abstract ones more and scientific name are not in Italic such as fruit fly and the key words are not up to the expectation. Under the abstract the students can add up the Institute or colleges where the experimental is running as a researcher before going to full details of manuscript people target and foremost priority is the abstract portion 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, The manuscript adheres to accepted experimental protocols and is scientifically sound.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Most of the allusions are appropriate and pertinent. However, some of the references (e.g., 1977, 1985, 2005) are somewhat old. The relevance of the text would be increased by adding more recent research (within the last 5–7 years) on ber breeding, stress physiology, and quality improvement. Some of the citations seem generic and might be improved by adding more recent, peer-reviewed journal publications that are more focused.


	

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


	Although the English is comprehensible, it needs some work in the areas of grammar, sentence construction and scientific clarity. 


	

	Optional/General comments


	It is necessary to correct the italicization of pathogen and plant names wherever it is needed. Rather than restating findings, the concluding section may be made more succinct and impactful.
Minor revision wherever it is necessary
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	No

	

	Are there competing interest issues in this manuscript?
	No, as author itself declare in the manuscript
	

	If plagiarism is suspected, please provide related proofs or web links.
	Kindly checked in authentic software, from my end I don’t think it is plagiarised but please do confirm 
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	Here reviewer should declare his/her competing interest. If nothing to declare he/she can write “I declare that I have no competing interest as a reviewer”
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	Give OVERALL MARKS you want to give to this manuscript 
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Accept As It Is: (>9-10)

Minor Revision: (>8-9)

Major Revision: (>7-8)

Serious Major revision: (>5-7)

Rejected (with repairable deficiencies and may be reconsidered): (>3-5)

Strongly rejected (with irreparable deficiencies.): (>0-3)
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