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	Reviewer’s comment
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	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 study provides important insight about brinjal (Solanum melongena) rootstocks improved root architecture and fruit yield of tomato (Solanum lycopersicum) under limited Bundelkhand agro-climatic condition. This research also provides new information about physiological and morphological root traits associated productivity. Overall, the results are important for sustainable tomato production in ecologically challenging conditions, such as salinity, drought, or alkaline soils.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title aptly describes the study, the species involved, and the place where it took place. It is specific and informative. No alterations are necessary.
	

	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 well-organized and specifies objectives, methods, key results, and conclusions. It may only be somewhat wordy and could emphasize the most important results rather than include extensive statistics.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The research project was well-formed, and the data collection and data analysis were accurate. Moreover, ANOVA and DMRT were used to statistically validate the results. The interpretation aligns with the body of literature, thus confirming the scientific accuracy of the manuscript.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references are sufficient and up to date (2025). Furthermore, if there were a few world studies on grafting under the same semi-arid conditions, that would be valuable in further supporting the discussion section. 
	

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


	Yes, this manuscript has utilized formal academic English to communicate the research with the proper terms (the words are used academically). A little editing may contextualize the discussion section and trim any over-descriptive phrases that may improve readability (like as if personally talking to someone)
	

	Optional/General comments


	Figures and tables are clear and well-prepared. A graphical abstract that concisely indicates the findings of the research study may enhance the manuscript's impact. Conducting multi-location trials could provide strength in practical applicability to the findings in future studies.
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