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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 offers important findings on genetic variability and trait associations in tomato, which can guide breeders in selecting high-yielding and quality tomato genotypes. Its results are practical and relevant for improving tomato breeding strategies and advancing crop research.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is suitable.
	

	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 covers key aspects but lacks a clear objective and structured conclusion. Adding a brief statement of purpose and summarizing implications for breeding would make it more comprehensive.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct. The data support the conclusions, though minor grammatical and formatting improvements could enhance clarity.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are not sufficient adding more recent citations (from the last 3–5 years) would strengthen the manuscript's relevance and reflect current research trends.
	

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


	The language of the article conveys the scientific content but requires improvement for scholarly communication. There are several grammatical errors, awkward sentence structures, and inconsistent terminology that should be revised for clarity and precision.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The study is scientifically sound and holds practical relevance for both researchers and farmers. With a revision and more recent references, it would be suitable for publication.
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