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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 insights into the combined effects of plant growth regulators and boron on the growth, flowering, and yield of tomato under field conditions. The factorial experimental design and the evaluation of multiple physiological and yield parameters enhance the scientific strength and reliability of the research. The findings contribute to optimizing foliar nutrient and hormone management strategies for improving tomato productivity.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title 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.


	The abstract is well structured and clearly presents the objectives, treatments, major findings, and conclusions of the study. However, minor improvement is suggested by reducing numerical repetition and emphasizing key trends rather than presenting too many exact values. The abstract could also briefly mention the experimental design (factorial RBD) and the level of statistical significance to enhance clarity and scientific completeness.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically robust and structured around a well-designed factorial randomized block design with sufficient replications. The application of ANOVA is appropriate and aligns with the experimental framework. Findings are coherently interpreted and supported by relevant literature. However, minor issues related to grammar, citation formatting, and repetition within the Results and Discussion section should be revised to enhance clarity and precision.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Reference are good but should add latest References.
	

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


	Yes suitable butrequires moderate language editing.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)
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