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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 current study “Screening of tomato germplasm lines against major diseases under naturally 
ventilated polyhouses” is an important study as these two diseases are responsible for causing huge 
losses in tomato. These two diseases are not manageable even with the pesticides. Therefore, the only 
way here is to identify the potential resistant sources. The identified resistant sources can be used to 
increase tomato production after proper validation. 

 
 

 

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

 

No, I could not find this title suitable. The authors have screened germplasm against only two diseases 
and not many diseases. Therefore, the name of two diseases can be mentioned in the title. The 
suggested title is mentioned in the main text with a comment. 

 

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. 

 

Author must mention 1-3 lines regarding the screening methods in the methodology section. In results 
part of the abstract, disease incidence of the genotypes must be mentioned in the parenthesis. 

 

Are subsections and structure of the manuscript 
appropriate? 

No. Authors have not discussed the methodology in a proper way. The discussion part is also lacking.  

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 manuscript is scientifically robust but authors need to improve the technical aspect as per the 
suggestions. 

 

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

Yes. But they are not as per the journal guidelines.  

Minor REVISION comments 
 

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

 

No. there are many spelling and grammatical mistakes some of which are highlighted with track 
changes in the main file.  
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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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