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Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct?

Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestion
of additional references, please mention in the review form.

additional suggestions/comments)
Minor REVISION comments
1.

The manuscript is important for scientific community. Farmers faces
challenges in tomato production due to pests and diseases. Hence,
Identifying appropriate planting time to optimize tomato yields for a given
tomato variety/cultivar is an important avenue in minimizing pesticide use
in the environment.

The title of the article is suitable and tallies with the content of the
manuscript

The title of the abstract is compressive but the author should consider the
reviewers inputs.

The subsections and structure are appropriate and clear to follow

The manuscript is scientifically correct. However, the author should
consider the reviewer’s inputs

The references are sufficient but the author should use more recent
references

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

1. The English quality is suitable for scholarly work
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