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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 thetitle 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. Arethe 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)

Yes, this manuscript is important for the scientific community as it provides valuable data on the
performance of different hybrids of bitter gourd (Momordica charantia L.) under specific agro-
climatic conditions. This information is useful for agricultural scientists, horticulturists, and farmers
interested in optimizing growth, yield, and quality of bitter gourd in similar environments.

Yes, the title is suitable and accurately reflects the content of the manuscript.

The abstract is comprehensive but could be improved by including more specific results for other
hybrids for better context.

Yes, the subsections and structure of the manuscript are appropriate and logically organized.

Yes, the manuscript appears to be scientifically correct based on the data presented and the
methodology used.

The references are sufficient and recent. No additional references are necessary at this time.

Minor REVISION comments

1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly
communications?

[0 Consider providing more detailed statistical analysis results in the Results section to enhance
the robustness of the findings.
0 Include a brief discussion on the economic implications of using the best-performing hybrid in the
Conclusion section.
e The language and English quality of the article are generally suitable for scholarly
communications but could benefit from minor grammatical and stylistic improvements for
better clarity.

Optional/General comments

The introduction could be slightly condensed to focus more on the relevance of the study and less
on the general background information.

PART 2:

Reviewer’s comment

feedback here)

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

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?

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