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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 is relevant to researchers and growers as it focuses on the evaluation of hybrid tomato varieties and improved farming techniques at twelve locations in Krishna district, India. In regions where tomatoes are widely grown, there is a strong need for hybrid varieties that offer high yields and disease resistance, as well as effective cultivation methods. Data collected from trials conducted in the unique agro-ecological conditions of each region are useful. By implementing appropriate technologies and varieties, farmers can increase their productivity and increase their income from tomato cultivation.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title accurately identifies the contents of the manuscript.
	

	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 a brief, comprehensive summary of the contents of the manuscript.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The data presented in the manuscript is consistent with findings from other scientific studies evaluating varieties in terms of plant development, yield performance, and profitability for farmers under different agro-ecological conditions.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The cited sources are adequate and up-to-date, with a satisfactory number of authors cited in the "Introduction" and "Results and Discussion" sections.
	

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


	The English language used in the article is suitable for scientific communication and understandable to readers.
	

	Optional/General comments


	There are some recommendations to make the manuscript more accurate for scientific communication:
In the Introduction section, there is a technical error for: “thousand ha.” (thousand ha).
The Materials and Methods section should include a description of the twelve location in Krishna district where the trial was conducted.
In the Results and Discussion section, the authors could present a table describing the plant and fruit characteristics of the two tomato hybrids for each location. This would allow evaluation of the tomato hybrids in terms of plant growth and yield under different environmental conditions in Krishna district.

Statistical analysis of the data is required.

In the text, Kumar et al. (2023) is cited instead of Kumar et al. (2022).
Bamaniya et al., 2019; Athulya and Anitha, 2022 22 are cited in the text instead of Bamaniya et al. (2019) and Athulya and Anitha (2022).

The sentence “Number of fruits per plant directly influences” should be used instead of “Number of fruits per plant directly influence”; “A higher number of fruits per plant generally translate” should be used instead of “A higher number of fruits per plant generally translates”; “A higher number of branches indicate” should be used instead of “A higher number of branches indicates”.
In the Conclusion section: the sentence “hybrid Arka Samrat outperformed the farmer’s practice” should be used instead of “hybrid Arka Samrat outperformed the the farmer’s practice”.

	


	PART  2: 



	
	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)

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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