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Compulsory REVISION comments

1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community? Yes 1. This review discussed the applications of using gibberellic acid in improving grape productivity.
(Please write few sentences on this manuscript) The author reviewed a number of previous studies on the subject, which indicated the importance
of using gibberellic acid in improving grape growth and productivity.
2. Isthetitle of the article suitable?Yes 2. Figures 1, 2, 3, and 4. The reference from which these figures are cited must be
(If not please suggest an alternative title) indicated
3. Tables 1 and 2, the word No. is deleted and the reference from which these tables are cited must
3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Needs some be mentioned.
corrections 4. There are some typos , format errors and grammatical errors need to be checked and the writer
needs to re-examine about the arrangement of sentences.
4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate?Yes 5. The summary needs to be rewritten, and the purpose of the review should be clearly stated at
the end of the introduction.
5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct? Yes,after 6. Based on the conclusions of the research, the authors need to add a description of suggestions
making corrections and added value for other researchers or readers.
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1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly
communications? needs to be chacked
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