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Is the manuscript important for scientific community?
(Please write few sentences on this manuscript)

Is the title of the article suitable?
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Is the abstract of the article comprehensive?
Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate?
Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct?

Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestion of
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using scientific approach

Yes itis

Yes itis

Yes I do think it is scientifically correct

Yes it is; because it explore ways to preserve Nagpur Mandarin Juice as original as possible

In general Yes it is. But the author must check the margin (left margin) in the Conclusion

Only contain 12 references and most of them are old paper/book. but for me, it's still
understandable because maybe not many new references are available in this field
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Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly
communications?

Yes itis
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Please follow the author guidelines, especially in referencing and how to write it correctly
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