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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

No

Thank you.

Minor REVISION comments

Introduction- 27 line- better performances- references missing

Materials and methods - 47 line-almost —delete

Materials and methods — 48,49 line-MP/Mop uniform representation

Results and Discussion — 72,73 line-earlier result to first flower-earliest flower
Results and Discussion- 74 line- better- earlier

Results and Discussion- 77 line-fruit (46.65 g) - per plant?

Results and Discussion-78 line- while fruit yield- minimum fruit yield

Results and Discussion- 79 line- satisfactory- delete

Results and Discussion- 101 line-fruit size (43.08 g)- fruit yield (43.08 g)

Results and Discussion- 132 line-sensible- significantly

Results and Discussion-118,119 line- largest/smallest amount- highest/lowest yield

All the suggestions have been accepted.

Optional/General comments

This manuscript is precisely written.

I will be more careful about further research in future.
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