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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. Is the manuscript important for scientific community? 
      (Please write few sentences on this manuscript) 
 
2. Is the title of the article suitable? 

(If not please suggest an alternative title) 
 

3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? 
 
4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate? 

 
5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct? 

 
6. Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestion of 

additional references, please mention in the review form. 
 
(Apart from above mentioned 6 points, reviewers are free to provide 
additional suggestions/comments) 
 

 

1. Yes, because in this article discuss about bud break, but hydrogen Cyanamide (H2CN2) during 

pruning time of grapes, helps to enhance growth uniformity, encourage earlier and more even bud 

break, raises the proportion of fruit buds, berry set, number of clusters per vine, weight of clusters, 

and dimensions of clusters. It also gives positive response to various metabolic activities; maximize 

yield and Maturity, Fruit quality, as well as production efficiency. In grape orchards, it is commonly 

used to promote consistent and improved bud burst, shortened flowering period, and boost output. 

2. Yes, But I want to suggest another title (Enhancing Uniform Sprouting, Yield, and Quality in 

Grapevines: The Impact of Hydrogen Cyanamide (50% S.L.) Treatment). 

3. Yes, abstract of the article completely comprehensive. 

 4. Yes, subsections and structure of the manuscript is appropriate 
 

5. Yes, manuscript is scientifically correct and according to scientific format. 
6. Yes, reference is sufficient and according to citation. 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 
1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly 

communications? 
 

 
 
 
Yes, English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications. Because with the use of 
English language anyone else easily understand article. 
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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) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
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