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	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 valuable multi-year performance data on determinate tomato genotypes, highlighting the extent of generic variability in yield and yield-contributing traits under field conditions. The results help breeders and crop scientists identify stable, high performing genotypes suited to specific agro-climatic regions, supporting evidence based varietal selection.
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	The abstract provides detailed numerical results, it lacks a clearly stated objective, statistical validation and articulation. Excessive numerical data should be reduced and emphasis should be places on significant findings, agroclimatic relevance and practical application.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, but some more information should be added.
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	The references are partly sufficient but not fully recent. Add 2-3 recent references (2021-2024) on multi-year evaluation of tomato genotypes. 
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	Some places the sentences are overly long and can be simplified. Poor paragraph organization (each paragraph contains multiple unrelated ideas in introduction). The figures should be mentioned in the results. Give some statistical analysis like DMRT to test highly significant difference between treatments.
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