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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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.


	I think topic is good and it is necessary to scientific community specially plant breeder because breeder always try to find out more appropriate materials for their breeding purpose. From here, we can easily find out variation among materials. Besides, based on qualitative traits (fruit color, and fruit shape) local farmers want to cultivate that cultivar what have local preferences .
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	No. I think it is better to elaborate more. 
“Qualitative characterization of Brinjal (Solanum melongena L.) germplasm for their future use in breeding program”
	

	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.


	yes
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	yes
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Not at all. I think here need to add more recent references. Can see following article and add as reference
Datta, D. R., Rafii, M. Y., Misran, A., Jusoh, M., Yusuff, O., Haque, M. A., & Jatto, M. I. (2023). Evaluation of eggplant accessions based on their quantitative and qualitative traits performance under tropical climate. Plant Archives (09725210), 23(1).
	

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


	yes
	

	Optional/General comments


	I think author need to add pictures of different characters showing their variation. Besides, discussion should be elaborative with references and also need to follow internationally well accepted descriptor of eggplant such as IBPGR 1990
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

No
	

	Are there competing interest issues in this manuscript?
	“I declare that I have no competing interest as a reviewer”
	

	If plagiarism is suspected, please provide related proofs or web links.
	Need to check by journal authority.
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	MARKS of this  manuscript
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Accept As It Is: (>9-10)

Minor Revision: (>8-9)

Major Revision: (>7-8)

Serious Major revision: (>5-7)

Rejected (with repairable deficiencies and may be reconsidered): (>3-5)

Strongly rejected (with irreparable deficiencies.): (>0-3)
	(7 ) Need to do major revision with pictures and discussion 
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