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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.


	1. The paper is technically sound- 

a) The aim of the experiment is clearly mentioned- 4 cherry local tomatoes were evaluated for their growth, yield and sugar levels.

2. Introduction is elaborate, materials and methods are chronologically presented with clear subheadings and distinct details.

3. Results and discussion: Results were presented in text and tables; figure and tables 2 and 3 were not cited.

4. A clear, precise conclusion is drawn. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title of the MS is appropriate.
	

	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
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes,  
The experiment was laid out in Randomized Block Design (RBD) with 4 local entries  and 2 check varieties and 4 replications.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Adequate number of references are included but the latest was of 2013. More recent must be added, suggested.
	

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


	English was grammatically correct but has issues at places- both direct and indirect speech were used. 
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	 MS should be in Times New Roman font 12. At places in the text and table it was not, suggested the corrections.
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