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	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.


	The article adds to wealth of knowledge to scientific community in following ways.
It emphasises on use of locally available material for preservation of tomatoes, secondly it validates traditional  ways using scientific approaches.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	The title is appropriate for the article.
	

	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 all aspects of a good abstract objectives, methodology and results are well documented. The author should include a statement on by what percentage coating is better than covering. For example, use of coating method significantly increased tomatoes shelf life by 5days compared to covering. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Manuscript is scientifically sound , includes all components of scientific article – abstract ,introduction ,methodology(well illustrated) , results and discussion. Author used graphs and pictures in showing the results.
Methodology – author should include opening statement that ,initial chemical and physical characteristic of tomatoes were documented prior subjecting them to treatments (coating / covering).
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Reference for article are adequate and most recent.
	

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


	The author has good command of the English language good and suitable for communication of scholarly work.
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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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