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	PART  1: Comments


	
	Reviewer’s comment
Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	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. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.

	Usually tomato is a perishable item and susceptible to damages during the storage. Therefore, scientists are studying about methods to reduce the postharvest loss of tomato. So, this study will be beneficial for both scientific community and also the farmers and other industry related community.
	

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

	Title is suitable. However, inclusion of scientific name of tomato into the title will make it more clear.
	

	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.

	Abstract is comprehensive.

Suggestions for improvement
· Mention the tested parameters (TPC, DPPH assay, etc.)
· Explain the observations of the tested parameters
· Write clear conclusion
· Arrange the keywords in alphabetical order
	

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

	

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

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

	
Yes

	

	Optional/General comments

	Following mistakes were observed.
· Statistical analysis is not clear
· Representing data in the tables is not clear: Add footnote regarding the letters of mean separation
· Results were not well explained statistically
· Grammatical and spelling errors
· Mention the country wherever necessary
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with the reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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 detail)
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