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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	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 provides valuable field-based evidence on the comparative efficacy of Copper Plus WP for the management of four major tomato diseases under Ethiopian production conditions. The study contributes practical insights for pesticide registration, particularly in regions where disease pressure is high and options for integrated disease management are limited.
	

	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 adequately summarizes the objectives, methods, major results, and conclusion. However, the following improvements are suggested: 1. Reduce repetition of “in the three locations.” 2. Improve flow by restructuring long sentences.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Overall Yes but A few minor issues: Some sentences require improved clarity and grammar.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are adequate. Most are appropriate, though a few are older.
	

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


	The manuscript is understandable but requires moderate language editing. Some grammatical errors, long sentences, and inconsistencies in tense reduce readability. Overall writing needs polishing for scholarly communication.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Kindly check above comments
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)


	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	No ethical issues identified.

The study involves field trials on tomato plants and does not involve human or animal subjects.
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