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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.


	The developed software provides an efficient and user-friendly solution for the early detection and management of diseases in tomato plants. By simply scanning the leaves using the app, farmers can accurately identify various diseases affecting tomato crops without requiring the presence or guidance of agricultural experts. In addition to disease identification, the app also recommends suitable pesticides tailored to the specific disease diagnosed, ensuring precise and effective treatment. 
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	Yes, The title of the article “Image-Based Recognition of Tomato Leaf Disorders Using MATLAB” submitted is highly suitable.
	

	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.


	Yes, The abstract of the article is comprehensive and is satisfying the conclusion part of the article.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	As per the report of the Results and Discussion, this innovative tool empowers farmers to take immediate and informed decisions, allowing them to intervene at the early stages of disease development. As a result, crop damage is minimized, yield losses are reduced, and overall productivity is enhanced. The app not only saves time and labour but also promotes cost-effective and sustainable farming practices by guiding appropriate pesticide usage. Ultimately, this technology bridges the knowledge gap for farmers, particularly in remote or underserved areas, contributing to smarter and more resilient agricultural systems.
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	Yes, The references sufficient and recent ranging from 2013 to 2024
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	Yes, language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications
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	The title and description of the article submitted is highly suitable as the all keywords are playing vital role throughout the paper.
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