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	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 important insights into cost-effective and sustainable postharvest technologies designed to minimize spoilage and prolong the shelf life of tomatoes, which are a key perishable horticultural crop. It presents a comparative assessment of natural edible coatings like Aloe vera gel, beeswax, and guar gum, offering data that can facilitate practical use in both smallholder and commercial farming. The results back current initiatives aimed at decreasing food waste and improving produce quality through the use of biodegradable materials that adhere to eco-friendly practices.

	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Recommended title: Effects of edible coatings on post-harvest shelf-life of tomato fruits 
If the authors would like to include the storage in the title, please indicate whether it’s ambient or chilling storage condition


	

	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 summarizes the main findings of the research, but there’s a unclarity. Kindly make revisions accordingly.
· What’s viz? please write in full form
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is fundamentally scientifically valid and utilizes a suitable experimental design featuring a Completely Randomized Design (CRD) with replication. The findings are well-presented and subjected to statistical analysis, indicating significant variations among treatments in aspects like weight loss, spoilage, firmness, and sensory quality. Nonetheless, there are multiple concerns regarding language clarity, redundancy within the discussion section, and the necessity to revise some older references, which should be rectified to enhance the scientific communication and relevance of the manuscript.

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Several of the cited references are more than 10 years old. For eg:

· Park et al., 1994

· Batu, 2004

· Baldwin, 2001

· Tharanathan, 2003

· Purwoko and Fitradesi, 2000

· Lin and Zhao, 2007 
· Vahdat et al., 2009 etc
While these may still be relevant, it’s recommended updating them with more recent studies (within the last 8-10 years) to ensure the review/discussion reflects the current state of knowledge, especially regarding postharvest losses and edible coating technologies. This will strengthen the paper's relevance and scientific grounding. 
	

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


	Some grammatical, punctuation and spelling errors found. Please view the revisions and comments inside the main text document to make the revisions accordingly. For example, 
· Several commas are misplaced, especially before citations (e.g., “tomato very popular all over the world, (Asensio et al., 2019). Please remove the comma before the citation
· The scientific name formatting throughout the whole article should be consistently intalized (e.g., Solanum lycopersicum, Cyamopsis tetragonoloba).

· Avoid unnecessary capitalization (e.g., "Bee wax" should be "beeswax", "Gel" should be lowercase unless starting a sentence).

· If you're writing it in a scientific context (binomial nomenclature), it should be italicized, with "Aloe" capitalized and "vera" in lowercase

· No need capitalizes for guar gum

· Please write in full form for RVSKVV or R.V.S.K.V.V to avoid ambiguity among the readers.

· Self-life should be revised, it’s “shelf-life”

· 15th or 15th? Choose one way to write and make sure consistency throughout the whole text

· Please make sure the way of writing each treatment is consistent throughout the whole document, T4 or T4
· What is CRD? Please write in full form.

There are also some data consistencies and units’ issues.

· The production statistic: “188.52 metric tons” seems incorrect—it should likely be million metric tons.

· “5.365 mha” is unclear. Consider spelling it out for clarity, million hectares.

	

	Optional/General comments


	· For the introduction section, please clarify why these specific coatings (aloe vera, beeswax, guar gum) are chosen. Besides, please write a new paragraph to describe the objective of the study, which is to compare the effectiveness of different coatings on the tomato fruits when kept at what kind of storage condition (ambient/chilling). If possible, indicate the temperature and relative humidity percentage for the storage conditions in the methods section.
· Please include a comparison of the effectiveness among the treatments that show statistically significant differences in response variables such as weight loss percentage, firmness, etc. For instance, is the spoilage rate reduced significantly when the concentration of Aloe vera increased? If yes, what’s the possible reason behind?

· For the results section, please use a footnote at the bottom of each table to indicate what are S.Em+ and CD to enhance the understanding among the readers.

· The authors discussed about the taste without the inclusion of any table to show the obtained results.

· The authors separated the discussions into another section. Please consider to merge the “DISCUSSIONS” section along with the results after displaying each table.

· There are lacking discussions on the effect of increasing guar gum and beeswax. The authors are more focusing on comparing Aloe vera and control.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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