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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 is of significant importance as it provides a multi-year, location-specific evaluation of determinate tomato genotypes, a crucial step for sustainable agriculture. It successfully identifies high-performing genotypes (HT-4 and Kashi Aman) that are well-adapted to the agro-climatic conditions of Southern Telangana, offering farmers superior alternatives for cultivation. Furthermore, the findings provide valuable genetic material and data for plant breeders aiming to improve yield and related traits in future tomato varieties.
	

	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.


	The abstract is comprehensive in its presentation of the key results. However, it could be slightly improved for clarity and impact.

Suggestions:
· Addition: The abstract states the objective indirectly. It would be stronger to begin with a clear objective sentence, e.g., "This study aimed to evaluate determinate tomato genotypes for yield attributes to identify superior lines for Southern Telangana."

· Clarity: The long sentences listing numerical data for Kashi Aman and HT-4 across three years are a bit hard to follow. A summary statement could be more effective, e.g., "Over three consecutive years, the check variety Kashi Aman consistently yielded the highest, followed by the genotype HT-4."

· Deletion: The word "Hence" at the start of the methodology sentence is not needed and can be removed for a smoother flow.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct. The study follows a robust methodology:

· It uses a valid experimental design (Randomized Block Design with replications).

· The data collection methods for fruit length, width, weight, and yield are standard and well-described.

· The use of Analysis of Variance (ANOVA) and the calculation of Critical Difference (CD) at a 5% significance level is appropriate for this type of agricultural research.

· The conclusions are directly supported by the results presented.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient for the scope of this study and are generally recent, with several citations from the last five years (e.g., Sirba et al., 2022; Jain et al., 2022). There is a good mix of foundational texts (Panse and Sukhatme, 2000) and contemporary research, which is good practice.

Suggestion:
· One reference (Gould, 1971) is quite old. While it may be a classic in the field, if possible, it would strengthen the manuscript to find a more recent source for the nutritional information of tomatoes.


	

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


	The language is generally suitable for scholarly communication. The meaning is clear, and the tone is professional. However, there are several minor grammatical errors and typos that should be corrected before publication.

Examples of corrections needed:
· Abstract: "Hence Healthy and uniform seedlings..." -> "Hence, healthy and uniform seedlings..."

· Introduction: "processing purposes" is misspelled as "processing purposes".

· Introduction: "effectively exploitted" -> "effectively exploited"

· Materials & Methods: "Telangana" is misspelled as "Telangana".

· Materials & Methods: "was appliled" -> "was applied"

· Table 2: "Fruit yield" is a typo and should be "Fruit yield".

· Conclusion: "yield-attributing" -> "yield-attributing"
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