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Compulsory REVISION comments Reviewer's comment

Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that
part in the manuscript. 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. Why do you like (or dislike) this
manuscript? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be
required for this part.

The article is of scientific importance as it addresses a very serious and vital issue of food
storage elongation through application of edible coating made up of native plants extracts.
Such coatings are useful in terms of financial and technical aspects because of having fewer
side effects/drawbacks on consumer health and product quality.

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

No, I think title of the article should be revised.

Revised title may be as follows: -

“Edible Coatings from Plant Leaf Extracts: Preserving Quality and Mitigating Fungal
Contamination in Stored Tomato (Solanum lycopersicum L.) Fruits"

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.

No, abstract needs thorough revisions.

It needs to be concised.

More quantitative results should be incorporated in it.

Write importance of the title study in it.

Write significant findings in an attractive and understandable way.

Are subsections and structure of the manuscript
appropriate?

Yes, subsections are appropriate upto a certain extent but overall not properly formatted and
characterized.

Please write a few sentences regarding the
scientific correctness of this manuscript. Why do
you think that this manuscript is scientifically
robust and technically sound? A minimum of 3-4
sentences may be required for this part.

I think the article is poorly written in scientific language. Overall quality of article language is
very poor and it has not been justified with the tables either. There are no figures to exemplify
the findings of the study. In tables, statistical analysis are not well-performed and written.
Results and discussion section is not written scientifically and recommendations must not be
stated under separate heading instead these should be mentioned in conclusion.

Are the references sufficient and recent? If you
have suggestions of additional references, please
mention them in the review form.

Number of references and their recency is not sufficient as most of the references are outdated.

So, ths section also needs a complete revision.
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