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	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.


	- the use of Ethidium bromide and Genetically Modified tomato genotypes. 

- This study offers a valuable contribution to the understanding of drought resistance—particularly in light of the global trend toward the depletion of natural resources, especially water.

- It offers valuable data on drought tolerance in tomato genotypes, supporting future breeding efforts. 
- Its findings are timely and relevant for improving crop resilience under water stress, especially in the face of climate change.
- These results are particularly relevant in the context of climate change, offering practical solutions for developing resilient tomato cultivars suited to water-limited environments.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	- In order to  avoid any possible confusion suggest minor amending to the title, to be more concise, clear and readable for the reader, to be;

“Genetic Diversity and Drought Tolerance in M7 Ethidium Bromide-Derived Tomato Genotypes".
	

	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.


	- Yes, the abstract is generally comprehensive; it is presenting the study's objective, methodology, key traits analysed, statistical approach, and major findings. 

- It effectively highlights the genetic variability and drought tolerance among EtBr-derived tomato genotypes, with clear reference to significant genotypes and trait correlations.
- Improved punctuation and sentence structure are needed to enhance clarity and coherence..
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	- Yes, the study and it’s manuscript are scientifically correct. As:

- It is based on well-defined objectives, 

- It implements appropriate experimental design, and 

- It utilizes sound statistical analysis to interpret the data and yet to be presented. 

- Its’ findings are consistent with established principles in plant genetics and stress physiology, making the conclusions both valid and relevant.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	- Yes, the references are largely sufficient and well-aligned with the study’s scope. 

- They cover key areas such as drought stress physiology, PEG-induced screening, tomato breeding, mutation techniques, and stress tolerance indices. 

- The inclusion of foundational studies (e.g., Farooq et al., 2009; Mittler, 2002) alongside recent publications (e.g., Rasheed et al., 2023; Pessoa et al., 2022; Ajayi et al., 2024) ensures both depth and relevance.

- With regards to the Recency:

The list includes a healthy proportion of recent studies from 2020–2024, which strengthens the manuscript’s timeliness. 

A few references are older but seminal works are appropriately cited for foundational context.

	

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


	- The manuscript presents valuable scientific content; however, its English language quality requires improvement to meet scholarly communication standards. 

- It lacks key elements of British Plain English writing, including effective punctuation, concise sentence structure, and the use of commonly accepted scientific terms. 

- Enhancing clarity through shorter, well-structured sentences and refining word choice would significantly improve readability and ensure the manuscript is more accessible to a broader academic audience.

	

	Optional/General comments


	1. Scientific Value:

    The manuscript presents a relevant and timely investigation into drought tolerance in tomato genotypes, particularly in the context of climate change and water scarcity. The use of PEG-induced stress and EtBr-derived lines adds depth to the screening approach.

2. Introduction Quality:

    The introduction is informative and well-referenced, but it would benefit from improved structure and clarity. Some sentences are overly long, and punctuation could be refined to enhance readability. The use of British Plain English principles—such as concise phrasing and common terminology—should be considered.

3. Language and Style:

    While the scientific content is strong, the manuscript would benefit from language editing to meet scholarly standards. Simplifying complex sentences and improving flow will make the article more accessible to a wider audience.

4. Personal Note:

    As an expert in plant protection, plant health, and organic farming, reservations regarding the use of Ethidium bromide and genetically modified tomato genotypes. However, acknowledge the scientific merit of this study and its contribution to understanding drought resistance mechanisms in tomato.
See the attachmnet
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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