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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (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.


	This study needs to be conducted to determine the important characteristics that contribute to brinjal production. Information from the results of this study can be used not only for the genetic improvement of brinjal plants using conventional plant breeding processes, but also through biotechnology, such as genome editing. Important characters that play a role can be modified to increase brinjal production.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	I suggest the title be “Character association and genetic variation of 20 Brinjal (Solanum melongena L.) genotypes from xxx (please write the origin of the 20 genotypes used in this study)”. 
	

	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.
	The abstract only states the results of the research without providing the objectives, methods, and conclusions. Please add these three things to the abstract in your manuscript
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The object of research in this paper is Brinjal (Solanum melongena L.). However, in the method, the authors wrote 20 tomato genotypes from IIVR, Varanasi, instead of 20 brinjal phenotypes. In the genotypic and phenotypic path coefficient analysis section, the authors again provided the genotypic path coefficient for tomato but did not do so for brinjal. If IIVR, Varanasi, provided 20 tomato genotypes, where did the 20 brinjal genotypes used come from? Did IIVR, Varanasi, also provide the 20 brinjal genotypes you used in this study?

In the results and discussion section, the author only describes the research results obtained and compares them with previous studies that have long been published (over five years ago) without any discussion of why these results were obtained, what factors caused or influenced the results obtained. The author also fails to explain the meaning of the research results obtained.
Rewriting the numbers from the table into the result and discussion section is unnecessary. Important findings from the table are highlighted, along with an explanation of why the results were obtained and what factors contributed to their occurrence. The author did not provide an answer to the objective of this research, so the best parameters that directly affect yield are not known and cannot be used for the selection process.
This script shares the same topic as yours and can serve as a good example to improve your script writing. This script is a good example to improve your script writing. Please click the link below to get the manuscript. https://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/s42535-025-01261-7#Sec7 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The author did not use the latest references, 95% of them are more than 5 years old. Meanwhile, many similar research results have been published since 2021 to the present. 
Many citations are used but not listed in the reference list. Please add all citations to the reference list.
Analysis of variance can be performed using the method described in Gomez KA, Gomez AA (1983) Statistical procedures for agricultural research, 2nd ed. Wiley, New York, pp 357–427
	

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


	The English used is quite good, but there are still some typos words. I have corrected some of the words, but they need to be rechecked. The sentences are still too long, so it can be a bit difficult to understand at times.
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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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