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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.

10.

11.

12.

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

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

Is the abstract of the article comprehensive?

Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate?
Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct?

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

Suggestion to improve the quality of the manuscript

The botanical names

Is the diagram is clear and visible?

The scientific part of the manuscript

The text body references

Is multidisciplinary approach is followed or required

13. The citations

The author(s) in this review have discussed a burning problem relating to the fruit crops. Till-
date no permanent solution has been invented or discovered. However, to find out the
measure to manage this problem, recent understanding about this subject is necessary at
physiological, biochemical and molecular level. Though this part is missing but equally
important for the scientists who are working in this field.

Yes title is justified.

Yes

Yes

Yes

Yes

Authors have discussed about ABI, but the crop-variety wise ABI index is not provided.
Addition of this part may certainly improve the quality of the manuscript.

Check the spelling of botanical names as indicated in the manuscript as track change mode

The diagram should be reframed with clear and neat picture
What does during OFF YEAR happened in the fruit trees that in the next year there is an
overload of the fruiting. This thing should be clearly justified.

The placement of the references in the manuscript body is not correct for few instances. Like
fruit harvest (Singh et al. 2017) at Pantnagar, (Barman & Mishra 2018) at Lucknow. The
(Singh et al. 2017) must be after Pantnagar and (Barman & Mishra 2018) must be after
Lucknow. There may be more such problem. Therefore authors are requested to recheck the
whole manuscript body.

Not followed but certainly it will improve the quality

The full citation of the references is required to be rechecked and write as per rule of the
journal

Minor REVISION comments Yes
1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly
communications?
Optional/General comments
NIl
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