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highlight that part in the manuscript. 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. 
 

Growth regulators and retardant are very important during production of the horticulture products (in 
field (preharvest) or after harvesting (postharvest). Them effect not only on the yield quantity but also 
shown on the yield quality. Author (s) choses a good idea to treat raspberry with these substances and 
evaluated them effect on the yield and other characters. 
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Good 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. 

 

I suggest to remove subtitles from the abstract 
 

  

Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please 
write here. 

Need few corrections that I remarked it in the manuscript (attached Word file)  

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

10 of 55 references are after 2020 and some references are old. If it is possible the author can renew his 
references. I general, the references are sufficient and good. 
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