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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 (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. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	1. This manuscript contributes to strategies of producing climate resilient tomato cultivation in a condition of limited water availability and variable climatic condition
2. The manuscript reiterated the advantage of grafted tomato plants over non-grafted and local tomato varieties in terms of superior growth, yield and stress tolerance, evidenced from increased plant height, greater fruit yield and higher overall yield.
3. Also, the manuscript stressed on the drought and disease tolerance characteristics of the grafted tomato as compared to non – grafted and the local ones evidenced from its longer active fruiting period and lower wilting incidence. Despite environmental stress, it portrayed higher seedling establishment and survival rates, thus further solidifying it as a promising tomato cultivation method in water-stress areas
4. The research also confirmed that, although there is an initial – cost of availing grafting techniques, the higher market value due to the higher yield and reduced losses makes it a very cost-effective strategy for farmers as the benefit far exceeds the initial costs.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title of the manuscript is suitable as it captures the main objective of the research
	

	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 comprehensive but some details were left out;
· The botanical name of tomato (Solanum lycopersicum)

· The specific period within which the research was carried out, from when to when in 2024, did it end in the same year or it ended in 2025?

· The experimental design, treatments and methods with which means were separated were not clearly defined, this should be looked into
· There were no keywords at the end of the abstract
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the title of the manuscript is scientifically correct as it captures the main objective of the research
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Ther references are sufficient (27 in total), and very recent (asides from 3 references which are from the year 2012 and below), all other references were from 2016– 2025; with most from the year 2020 to 2025 (About 21 of the references).
However, 

· There is a bit of inconsistency in the way the references are written. For some, there is a space after the full stop following the names of the authors, before the year is written (12 of the references listed followed this format). Whereas for some others, there was no space between the full stop after the authors’ names and the year of publication (17 of the references listed followed this format)

	

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


	Yes, the English quality of the article is suitable for scholarly communications
	

	Optional/General comments


	Overall, the manuscript is well written as it covered all aspects as depicted in the topic, ranging from the response of tomato in three forms to the different conditions it was subjected to.

However, 
· the plot dimensions, experimental design, treatment were not explicitly explained in the materials and methods section
· also, the method with which the plant growth and yield parameters (such as plant height, fruit weight, average fruit yield per plant and per hectare, active fruiting period) and stress tolerance indicators (such as seedling establishment and survival, survival rate and wilting percentage) were estimated was not included in the materials and methods section
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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