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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.
	The yield of the kinnow can be increased trough foliar supplementing nutrients or growth regulators so this study will definitely help the scientific as well as farming community
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	Yes, Title of the article is suitable
	

	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.
	No
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	It is scientifically proven technology and may be demonstrated in farmers field
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Recent information on kinnow by CCRI Nagpur may be added
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	Okay, but still there is a chance for improvement
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	May be accepted for publication
As the study conducted on ‘STUDIES ON FOLIAR APPLICATION OF NUTRIENTS AND PLANT GROWTH REGULATORS ON YIELD PARAMETERS IN KINNOW MANDARIN’ is good and its practical implication is very much important. It will definitely boost socio economic status of the farmers and some of the folders or pamphlets are made in local language and distributed among the farmers. 

1. Instead of making two separate experiments authors could have done it in one experiment by adopting two factorial design

2. for better understanding authors could have mentioned mean of two years data and Sem

3. Authors mentioned only 33 plants; it means 1 plant/ replication which is for only one experiment and what about other experiment. Here authors should mention total number of plants / replication in the material and methods clearly
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