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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.


	Combining ability analysis holds a great significance in order to select superior parents as well as to identify promising hybrids. By assessing number of crosses particulary for quality traits in tomato it will give us very importatnt information regarding gene action of various traits. Important quality parameters when focussed while pursuing the hybrid breeding gives us better yield along with good quality produce.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes
	

	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 is not comprehensive. The author should include material used (Parents) and major findings of research in the abstract. Important quality parameters and findings related to them should be included in the abstract like good general combiners, specific cmbiners and heterotic combinations at least for yield and some other important quality traits.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, but there is need to mention number of lines and tester along with their names in material and method section. Also in results and discussion the titles should reflect the content hold by title. The range and top performing parents having high GCA should be separately written. Similary for Crosses having good SCA. Tpo 3 or 5 performer in Crosses could be mentioned for each characters. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The author should include new and recent reference to support the findings.
	

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


	The author may improve the quality of writing by revieving some standard research paper. There were typographical errors particulary in the results and discussion. Write table no. in “()” whenever they are cited. 
	

	Optional/General comments


	Characters studied should be mentioned in the material and method section and should be uniform throughout the manuscript in text as well as in tables. Write unit of character studied wherever its required.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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