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	PART 2:
	

	FINAL EVALUATOR’S comments on revised paper (if any)
	Authors’ response to final evaluator’s comments

	1. all data is presented three times in MS (two times in two different tables and once in figure);
 2.What is purpose behind such publication of data
3. Write the result is quantifiable terms and avoid writing too many figures/ data;

Write % increase or decrease is measured parameters in best treatment over the control as result in abstract. 

Write scientific name of broccoli as well as name of variety used in experimentation. 
4. The discussion is lacking in MS and only attempt is made to cite the references having similar findings as that of data presented in this MS. This in not in up as discussion. 

The material and methods and introduction also need major corrections. 

The conclusion should be re-write considering the comments given IN MS and review form. 
5. Introduction:

Avoid too much text on nutritional quality and origin (history) of broccoli as it is not related with research topics.  

 Information about present status of Alternaria leaf spot management methods as reported in research is missing. From this information research gap is determined. 

Material and methods:

Write about climate and weather condition;

Write about soil properties of the experimental field. 

Write I more details about crop cultivation practices. 

Results and discussion: 

There will be only table 2, 4, 6 and 8 and remove all other tables and figures as it are just repletion of data in tabular form or in figures. 

Combine table 2 and 4 in one table as well as table 6 and 8 in another table. So, there will be only two table in the entire MS.

Allied text and table properly. 

No need to write non-significant results as well as avoid reading of entire table in result section.

Discussion is lacking and just citing the old references having similarity of findings as that if the present findings presented in MS are not discussion. Write what, when, why, how much as well as cause-effect relation for the results obtained.

No need to write doses and T0, T1………… T7 IN every table.

Conclusion: The conclusion should be based on the data presented in MS, addressing objective of table and concise. Write the conclusion with best treatment combination found the study and their impact on of studied parameters. Avoid generalization of treatments such as use of oilcakes will have so and so influence.    
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