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	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 is important for the scientific community because it addresses a critical gap in postharvest management research by focusing specifically on the realities of Sub-Saharan Africa, where tomato losses are among the highest globally. By integrating botanical antifungal treatments with affordable storage technologies, it offers a novel, context-driven framework that is both scientifically rigorous and practically relevant for smallholder farmers. The review not only synthesizes existing knowledge on pathogen identification and management but also highlights underexplored areas such as socio-economic adoption and field-level validation, thereby setting a clear agenda for future research. Its emphasis on sustainable, low-cost, and locally adaptable solutions makes it a valuable contribution to advancing food security, farmer livelihoods, and climate-resilient agricultural practices.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title — “Identification and Management of Postharvest Pathogens in Tomato (Solanum Lycopersicum) Using Low-Cost Botanical Treatments and Affordable Storage Solutions in Sub-Saharan Africa” — is clear, descriptive, and accurately reflects the scope of the manuscript.
	

	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 of the manuscript is already strong: it clearly states the problem, aims, methodology, results, and conclusion, which are the essential components of a comprehensive abstract.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	I’ve carefully reviewed the manuscript, and overall it is scientifically sound and well-structured. It synthesizes current knowledge on tomato postharvest pathogens, evaluates conventional and alternative management strategies, and contextualizes them for Sub-Saharan Africa. The references are recent and relevant, the tables and figures are appropriate, and the arguments are consistent with established literature.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Many references are very recent (2020–2025), which shows the manuscript is up to date with current research. This is especially important for a review article, since it signals awareness of the latest findings.
	

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


	Оverall the English quality is suitable for scholarly communication. The writing is clear, formal, and follows the conventions of academic style. Sentences are generally well-structured, terminology is precise, and the tone is appropriate for a scientific review.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript is scientifically correct, timely, and well-structured, with strong potential for publication. With minor refinements—especially in abstract conciseness, methodological clarity, and balance between botanicals and storage—it will make a valuable contribution to the literature on sustainable postharvest management in SSA.
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