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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. The title should be modified as; “Evaluating the performance of brinjal (Solanum melongena L.) 
genotypes for high yield and fruit and shoot borer tolerance 
 
2. The abstract should contain 

 General information about Solanum melongena L. 
 The statement of the problem 
 Objective of the study 
 Methodology 
 Major findings  
 summary  

3. Justification of the study should be stronger 
4. Data collection and Analysis part 

 you should indicate the technique, instrument to collect data and unit of measurement for the 
parameter. 

 under analysis you must indicate the type of software you used for analysis and the type mean 
separation you used if the analysis results become significant at certain significance level 

4. Result and discussion part 
 Before declaring the result, you must indicate whether the ANOVA indicated significant or not 

for each parameter and should refer ANOVA Table. After that you can present your result and 
inter in to discussion. The way you present and discuss your result need too much correction.  

5. Summary Part 
 it will also be better if you forward your recommendation   

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
The report should be in passive form. So, you need to check for the grammar. 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
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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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