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	PART  1: Comments


	
	Reviewer’s comment

	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 addresses a highly relevant topic in postharvest technology, particularly in the context of reducing fruit losses in developing countries such as India. Postharvest losses remain a major constraint to food and nutrition security, and the integration of chemical treatments and edible coatings is of strong scientific and practical interest. The review compiles a broad range of literature on ethylene inhibitors, calcium treatments, antimicrobial chemicals, and emerging nano-based coatings, which can serve as a useful reference for researchers, extension professionals, and policymakers. The manuscript is particularly valuable in linking postharvest technologies with national production statistics and infrastructure challenges, thereby providing applied significance. However, the scientific depth and critical synthesis could be strengthened further to enhance its contribution to the academic community.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	Yes, the title is 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.

	The abstract covers the general scope of the manuscript; however, it reads more like a descriptive summary than a critical review abstract.

Suggestions:

Briefly mention the India-specific context if it is a major focus of the manuscript.

Include 1–2 sentences highlighting key findings or conclusions (e.g., effectiveness ranges, major technological advances, or research gaps).

Avoid repetition in keywords (e.g., “chemical treatment” and “chemical treatments” are redundant).

Consider adding a statement on limitations, safety considerations, or future research directions.

The abstract would benefit from being more analytical rather than purely descriptive.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the Manuscript is generally scientifically sound.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The manuscript includes a good mix of classical and recent references (up to 2024–2025), which is commendable. Foundational works (e.g., Kader, Giovannoni, Wills) are appropriately cited.

However:

Some citations appear mismatched with their described findings and must be verified.

More high-impact review articles from journals such as Postharvest Biology and Technology, Food Chemistry, Trends in Food Science & Technology, or Comprehensive Reviews in Food Science and Food Safety could strengthen the scientific rigor.

Additional references on regulatory limits of chemical treatments (e.g., MRLs, Codex guidelines) would enhance completeness.

Overall, references are sufficient but require verification and selective strengthening.
	

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

	The manuscript is generally understandable but requires substantial language editing for scholarly publication. Issues include:
· Grammatical errors (e.g., “This reduce the effective availability…”)
· Inconsistent capitalization
· Repetition of figure captions
· Some awkward sentence constructions
· Minor formatting inconsistencies
Professional English editing is recommended before publication.

	

	Optional/General comments

	The manuscript would benefit from a comparative table summarizing major treatments, mechanisms, advantages, limitations, and typical concentrations.

A stronger critical discussion section is needed rather than listing studies sequentially.

Regulatory and consumer safety aspects should be discussed.

Remove duplicated figures and ensure correct numbering.

Verify all in-text citations with reference list entries carefully.

Consider adding a short section on economic feasibility and scalability for smallholder farmers.
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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? 

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