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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.


	For the increased working individuals, there is high demand for convenient ready-to-eat fresh cut fruits. As there is a significant challenge about maintaining the quality and shelf stability of fresh-cut fruits due to their highly perishable nature. In this context, this research provides valuable insights into quality preservation strategies. The combined effect of different coatings in fresh cut fruits also helpful for scientific community for further research in this area. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes.
	

	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, abstract is comprehensive. But in abstract, please check the treatment combinations carefully, as HPMC does not appear to be included in the treatment section.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound, and the results are clearly presented. The experimental design and methodology are appropriate, and the findings are robust. Overall, the study pays valuable understandings into this research area.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references cited in the manuscript are sufficient and up to date, supporting the research context appropriately. However, the inconsistencies in style are noted (e.g., capitalization, italics, and the use of et al.). A thorough review of the reference list is recommended to ensure uniform formatting.
	

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


	The overall language quality is acceptable; however, some spelling inconsistencies (e.g., colour/color, flavour/flavor) are observed. Please ensure consistency in spelling throughout the manuscript.

	

	Optional/General comments


	Some minor presentation issues should be addressed to improve clarity and readability. Table numbering is inconsistent, some figures (e.g., Fig. 1, Radar Chart) are missing or not properly cited, and tables use superscript letters (uppercase and lowercase) without explanation in the footnotes. In addition, treatment labels are inconsistent, with T4 appearing before T3 in materials and methods sections and variable formatting (subscript vs. normal letters). Standardizing tables, figures, superscripts, and treatment labels throughout the manuscript will improve simplicity and overall quality.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	Based on the information provided, the study appears to follow appropriate ethical guidelines. No ethical concerns are apparent. 
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