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 Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and 

highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write 
his/her feedback here) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

The manuscript is accepted with minor changes. It has scientific quality, good 
statistical support and the variables evaluated were adequate. Only little corrections 
were done in the manuscript. 
 
 
Title: 
Is ok 
 
Abstract: 
Is ok. 
 
Introduction: 
Is ok. Only write the economic importance (yield, acreage, production total) of tomato 
production in the India. 
 
Materials and methods: 

1. Write latitude, longitude and altitude of the University. 
2. Remove the objective of this section. 
3. Describe the main agronomic characteristics of Rocky tomato variety. 
4. If is possible add chemical and physical soil characteristic where the experiment 

was done. 
5.  Little corrections were done in the manuscript. 

 
Results and discussion: 

1. Are good with proper evidences. Tables are clear. 
2. Economics section write the equivalent in dollars 
3. Little corrections were done in the manuscript. 

 
Conclusion: 
Is ok. 
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Are ok. Only little corrections were done in the manuscript. 
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