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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. References: 

a. Is not fully written alphabetically. 

b. Some authors can be found on the list but not in paper (eg. Barakart and Gabr, Calvo). Conversely, some others can be 
found in paper but not on the list (eg. Gargi and Yadav, Gomez Cadenas et al). 

Check and recheck the references. 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
1. The title 

      The title is ‘Effects of TA41 on growth, yield and quality of brinjal’, but the conclusion also mentioned that T6 proved  as the 
best combination for the improvement of brinjal cultivation. The title and the conclusion should be consistent. 

2. Introduction  

Data stated “India will require about 160 m tons of vegetable annualy by the year 2020” is not an up-to-date data since this is 
year 2022. Please update it with recent data or projection data beyond 2022.  

3. Results and Discussion 

It was stated that the experiment was carried out in Nov 2021 to April 2021. Fix it. 
4. Some authors such as Contreras-Cornejo et al, Pohl and Gargi and Yadav were cited without years of publications. Fix it. 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
After some revisions, the paper is good to be published. 
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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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