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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.


	The manuscript addresses the development and evaluation of tomato powder as a sustainable and nutritionally valuable food ingredient and providing ways to improve food security and sustainability. Post harvest losses of perishable crops such as tomatoes remain a significant challenge, particularly in developing regions and makes this research relevant in scientific community. The review highlights the potential of tomato powder as a value-added product that can improve food security and reduce agricultural waste using literature on drying technologies, nutrient retention, functional properties, and sustainability implications.  Also, the drying methods, bioactive compounds, and processing techniques were properly discussed, and it provides useful insights for food processing, food scientists and scientific community at large.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title of the article is suitable and reflects the entire content of the manuscript. It clearly communicates the focus on tomato powder development and its nutritional and sustainability implications. However, using the term “evaluation” may imply the presence of experimental data, while the manuscript primarily presents a literature review. To better reflect the nature of the article, the author may slightly revise the title and may use suggested alternative title such as: “Tomato Powder as a Sustainable and Nutritious Food Ingredient: Processing Technologies, Nutritional Value, and Applications.”
	

	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 provides a clear summary of the importance of tomatoes as a nutritional food source, and addresses the issue of post-harvest losses, and the role of tomato powder as a value-added product. It effectively outlines the key themes of the review, including drying technologies, nutrient retention, sustainability considerations, and potential food applications. The author did a good justice to the abstract by summarizing the key findings explicitly. Additionally, the abstract maintains conciseness and retain essential information. There is no need for any addition or deletion in this section of the manuscript.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound and presents relevant information supported by appropriate literature. The discussion of tomato composition, drying technologies, nutritional properties, and sustainability perspectives is consistent with current knowledge in food science and food processing research. It also integrates aspects of nutrition, food technology, and sustainability, which makes it interdisciplinary relevance. The author considers factors that may affect tomato insecurity and using tomato powder as a substitute to increase availability and combat food insecurity.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The author included a reasonable number of references covering key aspects of tomato powder processing, nutritional composition, drying technologies, and sustainability considerations. Many of the cited studies were done in the last decade. This helps to ensure that the review reflects current developments in food sustainability and processing. 
	

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


	The English Language and style of writing used is acceptable and understandable for scholarly communication. The author wrote clearly and with strong structure.  There were a few grammatical inconsistencies, and some sections would benefit from careful proofreading and editing to improve clarity, readability, and conciseness. This would reduce redundancy and further enhance the overall quality of the manuscript.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript provides a comprehensive overview of tomato powder production, nutritional composition, and potential applications in sustainable food systems. It is properly written and shows that the author is knowledgeable of the subject matter. It shows scientific rigor.
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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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