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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 
 

The paper is important because it provides information to improve the productivity of 
Solanum aethiopicum  in drought conditions 
 
 
The objective of work is clear and precise. 
The materials and methods are very well developed in a very clear and complete way as 
well as the experimental design. 
In the description of the results of table 2, both in conditions of drought and humidity, since 
the interaction effect Genotype x location is significant, the individual effect of the location 
is not important, as the genotype effect is not significant, Therefore, it should not be 
mentioned, just highlight the interaction that is much more important. 
 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

The research is very well planned and the paper reflects it correctly, it contributes a great 
amount of information. 
In order to improve the scientific quality, the interpretation of the results of the statistical 
analyzes should be revised, in them the effects of interaction are of greater importance 
than the individual effects, therefore when they are significant the individual effects should 
not be considered. 
In the discussion and conclusions, more emphasis and strength should be placed on 
highlighting and describing these interaction effects and as for each location or location, the 
selection of genotypes is different, due to this interaction effect. 
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

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

 
 
 

 
Reviewer Details: 
 
Name: Martín María Silva Rossi 
Department, University & Country Argentina 

 


