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	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 holds significant importance for the scientific community as it provides a comprehensive evaluation of genetic variability among tomato genotypes under Karnal conditions. The findings offer valuable insights into trait associations, heritability, and genetic advance, which are crucial for targeted breeding strategies. By identifying high-performing genotypes with desirable growth and yield traits, the study supports the development of improved tomato cultivars. It also contributes to enhancing tomato productivity and sustainability, benefiting both researchers and growers.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	"Variability Analysis for Growth and Yield Contributing Traits in Tomato (Lycopersicon esculentum Mill.) Grown in Karnal Conditions of Haryana"
	

	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 of your article is generally comprehensive, as it clearly outlines:

· The importance of tomato as a crop

· The objective of evaluating genotypes for growth and yield traits

· The experimental conditions and timeframe

· The key findings for various traits

· The implications for future research and cultivation


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct in its structure, methodology, and presentation of findings. It follows accepted scientific conventions and provides clear, replicable methods along with well-analyzed data. However, a few refinements would improve clarity, accuracy, and scientific rigor:


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The manuscript includes a few references, such as:

· Patel and Udit (2021)

· Dadi et al. (2024)

· Omoyeni et al. (2024)

· Dar and Sharma (2011)

· Mohamed et al. (2012)

· Saleem et al. (2013)

While these are relevant, the number of references is limited, and many are either relatively old (2011–2013) or not clearly cited in the reference list format (e.g., full title, journal name, volume, pages). Moreover, the core methodology references (Burton & Devane, Dewey & Lu, etc.) are standard but foundational—they do not substitute for more recent studies in tomato breeding.


	

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


	The language quality of the article is generally understandable and conveys the scientific content well, but it is not yet fully suitable for high-level scholarly communication without some revisions. It contains several grammatical issues, redundancies, and informal or wordy phrases that can affect clarity and flow.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The study presents valuable and timely insights into the genetic variability of tomato genotypes under the specific agro-climatic conditions of Karnal, Haryana. The comprehensive evaluation of 22 genotypes across multiple growth and yield-contributing traits adds significant relevance for breeders, researchers, and farmers aiming to enhance tomato productivity. The use of appropriate statistical tools like ANOVA, correlation, path analysis, and cluster analysis strengthens the scientific credibility of the work.

However, the manuscript would benefit from:

· Language and grammar refinement for clarity and academic tone

· Inclusion of more recent and relevant references

· Streamlining of the abstract and introduction to avoid redundancy

· Consistent use of updated botanical nomenclature (Solanum lycopersicum instead of Lycopersicon esculentum)

Overall, the manuscript has good scientific merit and, with minor revisions, would be a valuable contribution to the field of horticultural and plant breeding research.
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