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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 provides useful insights into how nitrogen and phosphorus levels affect tomato growth, yield, and quality. By identifying the most effective fertilizer combination, the study offers practical guidance for improving nutrient-use efficiency and tomato productivity. The findings contribute valuable information to researchers and practitioners working on sustainable nutrient management.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes
	

	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.


	· Contains several grammatical errors and repetition 

· Does not clearly include statistical significance or key numeric results.

· Quality parameters mentioned are incomplete.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Introduction

· Some statements lack citations.

· Data on India’s tomato production may be outdated (check FAOSTAT).

Materials and Methods

· Nitrogen and phosphorus levels should be listed clearly.

· Plot size, experimental area, and design layout are missing.

· No information on:

· soil type & initial nutrient status

· environmental conditions (temperature, rainfall)

· number of plants per plot

· statistical analysis (ANOVA, software used)

 Results and Discussion

· Discussion is too narrative; limited quantitative interpretation of your own data.

· Some values are mentioned without referencing the table.

· No statistical interpretation (significant increase, CD at 5%, etc.).


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	· Some references are incomplete (missing volume/issue/pages).

· Many old references (2003–2013); update needed.


	

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


	Contains several grammatical errors 
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	Needs minor revision
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