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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 manuscript holds significant importance for the scientific community as it provides valuable insights into the morphological characterisation of tomato inbred lines using standardised DUS descriptors. Such characterisation is crucial for varietal identification, registration, and protection under PPV&FRA, ensuring farmers’ rights and breeders’ innovation. 

The findings also highlight genetic diversity within inbred lines, which can be effectively utilised in breeding programs for crop improvement. Moreover, the study contributes to germplasm conservation, facilitating the development of novel, high-quality, and commercially viable tomato varieties.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Morphological Characterisation of DUS Traits in Tomato (Solanum lycopersicum L.) Inbred Lines”
(shortened, but retains technical accuracy)

 “Evaluation of DUS Traits for Morphological Differentiation in Tomato (Solanum lycopersicum L.) Inbred Lines”


	

	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.


	he abstract is generally comprehensive, but it can be improved by making it shorter and more focused. Here are my short suggestions:

· Clearly state the objective (evaluation of tomato inbred lines for DUS traits).

· Include key findings (specific traits with the highest variability, clustering results).

· Add a line on practical significance (varietal identification, breeding, germplasm conservation).

· Remove redundant background details about PPV&FRA rules, as these can stay in the introduction.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript appears to be scientifically correct. The study is well-structured, follows recognized PPV&FRA DUS guidelines, and employs standard morphological descriptors for varietal differentiation in tomato inbred lines.

The methods are appropriate (field evaluation, replication, trait scoring, and clustering analysis using Darwin software), and the results are logically presented with tables for clarity. The discussion aligns with previous studies, supporting the reliability of findings.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are relevant but only partly recent. To strengthen the manuscript, it would be useful to add 3–4 more recent studies (2021–2024) on tomato DUS characterization, varietal identification, and integration of morphological with molecular markers. Including updated PPV&FRA reports would also improve the reference list.
	

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


	Yes, the language and English quality are generally suitable for scholarly communication, though a few sentences could be made more concise and polished for better readability.


	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript is well-structured, scientifically sound, and addresses an important area of varietal identification in tomato. Adding more recent references, highlighting key findings in the abstract, and refining language for conciseness will further improve its quality and impact.
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