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PART  1: Review Comments 
 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

Reviewer’s comment Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that 
part in the manuscript. 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. Why do you like (or dislike) this 
manuscript? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be 
required for this part. 
 

The overall vision of the present work is promising. However, the authors must make MAJOR 
revisions, particularly regarding the claims of adaptation. Only after these major revisions will 
the manuscript be considered for publication. In its current form, it is not ready for the 
publication process 

 

Is the title of the article suitable? 
(If not please suggest an alternative title) 

The word 'adaptation' does not align with the results. I suggest the authors focus on identifying 
the best-yielding variety of tomatoes to be selected for cultivation 

 

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 also needs to be revised in accordance with the comments provided in the 
manuscript 

 

Are subsections and structure of the manuscript 
appropriate? 

The subsections are generally well-structured but require corrections based on the provided 
comments 

 

Please write a few sentences regarding the 
scientific correctness of this manuscript. Why do 
you think that this manuscript is scientifically 
robust and technically sound? A minimum of 3-4 
sentences may be required for this part. 

The methodology and results do not support the claims of adaptation. However, the work holds 
scientific value for agronomically important crops. The authors must revise the manuscript by 
refining the objectives accordingly 

 

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

The references generally support the discussion; however, the authors should include 
additional relevant references on similar or closely related studies on tomatoes to better justify 
their outcomes and highlight potential future applications. 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

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

 

 
Yes. 
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

I believe the manuscript requires a MAJOR revision before it can proceed to the next stage of the 
review process. 
SEE ATTACHMENT 
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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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