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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 manuscript provides a valuable contribution to the scientific community by presenting a simplified and reproducible in planta transformation protocol for tomato, a crop of global agricultural and economic importance. By systematically optimizing critical parameters such as acetosyringone concentration, soaking duration, dark incubation, and hygromycin selection, this study offers a practical alternative to conventional tissue culture-based methods, which are often limited by genotype dependency and high costs.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is suitable.
	

	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 clear and informative, but it could be improved by emphasizing the novelty and broader applications while reducing the repetition of efficiency values. I suggest clarifying the term “genotype-specific” and briefly highlighting potential uses in functional genomics and crop improvement.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, it is scientifically correct.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	I feel that in the results and discussion section, the discussion is minimal, and please add more paragraphs for discussion, citing the references after 2018.
	

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


	Please improve the English by adding more scientific words. 
	

	Optional/General comments


	Please improve the manuscript by following my comments or suggestions to meet the publication standard.
After reading the manuscript, I feel that the methodology is very clear. Still, the discussion needs to be improved significantly by adding three paragraphs so that the readers will understand why this study is very important when compared with the previous studies. 

The manuscript needs to be improved after addressing the comments that I suggested to meet the publication standards.
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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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